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THURSDAY, JANUARY 19, 1984 AT 9:30 A.M. 
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—. =e — , : wae 2 =a ; is . LT -n — Qt ete ae eae . —s “ S alae ; . ; ; ‘ a <% th a <7 z = . + by : }. . . : c 2 
E ‘, ‘ei 4 : A Sag F "a a hel ur: Pn . Pe ee . othe 2 a remy ~~" EH. ers wat ww + ——— - : . = ~_ ae ‘ ’ ———- _ - ’ . “ — = ~ See 2 5 + - 3 af ' , . ‘ 
: 2 > » ; i ’ , @ “ : . + ‘ : wom cd . > “ - “ oe @arh « @-¢ te sw wf = es ' . ; * ar # -. i 


—— 
r.! , ; »\j P< @s= 4 


A A eT TT ete 


A i A ts al ET eit 


— 


aa A a 


2 anata 


4 


ee ee es ~~ 
Petey tee. merge *- ’ 
wf is - 





Og OR ee eee . 


SUBJECT 
F.05.05.05.01 City of Kitchener - Recycling Programme 


A.03.04.06 Summary of Unfinished Business. 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE THURSLAY, JANUARY 19, 1984 


eres 6 ee te TRI ee 





COUNCIL CHAMEERS AT 9:30 Am. 


AGENDA 
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MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION: 


l. On December 20, 1983, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
discussed the sidewalk snow ploughing maps for the 1983/1984 winter 
season with the Public Works Committee. ; 
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As a result of this discussion, the sidewalk snow ploughing maps were 
posted in the Councillors' lounge for the benefit of and input from 
the Members of Council. 
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Also submitted for the Committee's consideration are the following: aia 


a) Memorandum from Mayor McCallion, dated January 12, 1984, on a 
suggestion made by a citizen that notice be delivered to people 
whose sidewalks are no longer ploughed by the City explaining 
the reasons for the discontinuance of the service and asking 
them to assist the City by shovelling their walks. 


b) Memorandum from Councillor Mahoney, dated January 5, 1984, 
asking the Committee to reconsider the possibility of passing a 
by-law to force residents to keep the sidewalks abutting their 
properties clear of snow. In connection with this suggestion, 
attached to this agenda are the following: 


(i) Memorandum from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
Gated March 12, 1980 to Mayor McCallion together with a 
copy of a report to the Public Works Committee dated 
July 25, 1979, which recommended 
pass a by-law to provide 
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(ii) Report to the Public Works Committee dated February 12, 


residents to cl 
implemented. 
on March 8, 1982. 
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-2- January 19, 1984 


Report dated January 16, 1984, from the Commissioner of Engineer | 
and Works, on the recycling programme conducted by the City of 
Kitchener. This programme involves the collection of glass, cans and 
paper in special plastic containers supplied to residents by the City . 
of Kitchener's garbage contractor. 


In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works advises of | ) gif 

the information he received from the staff of the City of Kitchener | | 

and representatives of Laidlaw Waste Systems Limited. From a | 

financial standpoint, the City of Kitchener has no involvement , | 

however, the contractor feels he will lose money for the first three | : ; 
in 
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The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommends that his report 
dated January 16, 1984, be received. 


F.05.05.05.01 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT 
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Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public Works Committee 
as of January 19, 1984. 


A.03.04 .06 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT 








ll ke, Semee o- - epeee OR OE OSES HEE eben. ~ 
. 


— i oo ed 
row 


ree me ers ed 


i, me > 


— EE ‘i 
—_— -_ —_—— ee aoe ee > 
— ee S.-C —S=C“ RR + WN Or eee = —————— 

- 


eee we ae enn eee en  —reengS 
. 
« 








: 
| 
| | 
' 
. ee 


| / . or MISSISg 
) : ~ % 
/ : — > 
| We 


| Mr. W.P. Taylor, P. Eng. 
ssioner 
Dept. Engineering and Works 











| J 12, 1984 | 
| | | P. W. DATE 1% 1984 _— , 4] 44 
| | Our File: 138/84 


| | | | We have been bragging, and rightly so, about the ' | 
| | | way in which we have organized the plowing of sidewalks in . 
| the City. 


I had a call from a citizen the other day and 
she had an excellent suggestion to make. She was not | 
objecting to the fact that we were not plowing all the | ; 
sidewalks but she felt that a notice to the residents on ‘él 
the streets which we have previously plowed to the fact 
that we would not be plowing their sidewalks and would | ) 
appreciate if they would shovel their sidewalks, would 
greatly assist us in the implementation of this program. 


In other words, what we should have done is | | 
distribute a flyer to the residents on the streets which mf 
were not to be plowed and advise them why as well as a 
request, even though it would not be mandatory, that they 
assist us in this regard by shovelling their sidewalk. 
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I would appreciate your giving consideration to 
this and advising whether or not the department and, by copy 
of this memo to Councillor Culham, as to whether the Committee 
does not think that this is an excellent suggestion. 


Many thanks. 
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HAZEL McCALLION 4 ' 
MAYOR . 
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cc: Mr. E.M. Halliday 
Councillor D. Culham 
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RE: Snow and Ice Removal 
from City Sidewalks - 


REQUEST FOR REPORT NO. 341-79 
Sates es? 2, 
In August, 1979 we submitted a re 


port to General Committee on Snow 
Removal from City Sidewalks, a co 


Py Of which is attached for your 
reference. | 








Attached to that report was a proposed by- 
have given the authority to the Commission 
alk in front of a proper 
One by the owner within 
, Or other precipitation. 


law which, if passed, would 
er of Engineering and Works 
ty or lot at the expense of 
24 hours after the cessation 








-the owner if not d 
of the snow fall 









General Committec did not approve this report or by 
us to prepare a further report to Public 

for the 1980 Budget discussions, 
Winter Maintenance Program. 
information:- 


~law and instructed 
Works Committee, and subsequent]: 
Outlining the effect on the 1980-81] 

This report was to contain the following 










1 - Map 





2 - Proposed By-law 






3 - Comments from tho Legal Department on experience of other 
' Municipalities who do not clear snow. 








-4- Difficulty in collecting accounts where sidewalks are not Cleared 
by residents. 
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5 - Copies of data to be sent to residents including detailed costing 
of enforcement. 







Council approved this recommne 





ndation on September 10, 1979. 





*The Leqal Department has researched the matter and Obtained comments 
from the Cities of Hamilton, Toronto, Ottawa, London and Windsor and 
a copy of their findings is attached for your information. 
Also attached is a copy of a ma 
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| a P..W. DATE 14.198 ep 
| AE peed 4ie. FA-7F July 25, 1979 | 


| rf SUBJECT: Snow removal from City sidewalks. | ' | 
| a ORIGIN: Council Resolution No. 160 - February 26, 1979. 


COMMENTS: City Council at its meeting of February 26, 1979 passed | 
Resolution No. 160 which instructed the Engineering and ‘a . 
Works Department to prepare a by-law with respect to ; 
Snow removal from sidewalks by residents. When this 


by-law was prepared, it was to be considered by the 
Public Works Committee. 


it should also be noted that Council, during its 1979 

budget discussions, deleted the monies involved for 

Sidewalk snow removal for the month of December. | 
Discussions at that time revolved around the philosophy | 
that the City would discontinue the Plowing of sidewalks . | 
on frontage Streets, however, would continue to plow . 
Sidewalks on reverse frontage streets and special | 2 
isolated conditions. A list of streets and a map 
indicating the locations which we are recommending we 
continue to plow are attached. The by-law relating to™ 
this is also prepared for Committee's consideration. -_ 


For Committee's information, the estimated cost for 
Plowing and sanding of sidewalks in the City in 1980 
would be approximately $200,000.00. The estimated 

cost if the City only plowed the reverse frontages, etc., 
as outlined in Schedule 'A' of the by-law, would be in 
the order of $90,000.00 which would result in a saving 

of approximately $110,000.00. 
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Also, for Committee's information, we would advise 

that the total expenditure to date in 1979 for this 

activity 1s $160,000.00 which obviously does not include i 
December of 1979. | 


It should be pointed out that it is essential that ) 
this matter be decided prior to August 15, 1979 as tenders | 
for snow removal equipment are called during the last 

two weeks in August of each year. 
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BY-LAW 


A By-law to provide for the clear 
auny aud gaslivnl BE euaw one toe foe 
sidewalks on highways. 


WHEREAS, a by-law may be passed by Council under 
paragraph 57 of Section 354 of The Municipal Act, R.S.O. 1970, c. 
284 for clearing away and removing snow and ice from sidewalks 
on the highway in front of, alongside or at the rear of any 
occupied, unoccupied building or vacant lot, at the expense of the 


"ace. i ee 


of Mississauga ENACTS as follows: 
A. Where snow, ice or hail has not been removed from a 
sidewalk on a highway in front of or alongside or at the rear of 
an occupied or unoccupied building or vacant lot in the City of « 
Mississauga within 24 (twenty-four) hours of the time chat the 
snow, hail or other precipitation has ceased, the Commissioner of 

" Engineering and Works, or his designate or agent may at the expense 

| of the omer of the building or lot cause such snow or ice to be 

\ removed, and shall keep an account of all expenses relating to the 
removal and the expenses may be collected or recovered from the 

_ | owner in any lawful manner including in the like manner as municipal 

taxes as provided in Section 469 of The Municipal Act, R.S.0. 1970, 
c. 284 as’ amended. 

r The provisions of sub-section l do not apply to public 

, walkways, pedestrian overpasses, sidewalks abutting municipal 

| property, or those sidewalks sect out in Schedule "A" attached hereto, 
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g AS scuewur “A” tO v-tawly 
- ieercasie-cunemne 
| | | sie 
| : 
| ) ROAD * SiuE * PROM . 
| 2 Copenhagen Road West Leg ‘West Derry Road 360'North (Oslo) 
1 en Raod East Leg “East Derry Road 366° North 
: : Falconer Drive -West 156° South of Bow River Park Street 
Creditview Road “West Kenninghall Bivd. 924' Norch 
Creditview Road “West Kenninghall 8Silvd. 618" South 
) Glen Erin Drive East 438° South of Montevideo Rd.234' South 
. Glen Erin Drive “West Inlake Court Windwood Drive 
Glen Erin Drive ~West 146° North of Inlake Court Montevideo Rd. 
| _ Montevideo Road “East Aquitaine Avenue 348* South 
Montevideo Road “East Aquitaine Avenue 642° North 
," Aquitaine Avenue ‘North Millcreek Drive Montevideo Road 
) *« Aquitaine Avenue ~ South Millcreek Drive Montevideo Road 
; Millcreek Drive “West Aquitaine Avenue 384° North 
Millcreek Drive “West Derry Road 996° South 
. Milicreek Drive “West 180° North of Derry Road 192° South of Tar 
; . Ro: 
| | Glen Erin Drive ~East 144° North of Council Ring 600' South of The 
Collegewa 
Glen Erin Drive “West 150° North of Council Ring 462" South of The 
. Collegeway 
| The Collegeway - South 66° West of Windjammer Rd 156° East of Cour 
4 Ring, Road 
: The Collegeway North 144° West of Spruce Needle 216' East of 
Drive Council Ring, Roa. 
Winston Churchill Blvd. “East 816° North of #5 llighway 960° North of §5 
(Watercourse) 
| | Winston Churchill Blvd. ~East 1,692° North of #5 Hwy. 2,100 North of 2: 
liwy 
Winston Churchill Blvd .East 132° North of Frankston Rd. 690° North of Fr: 
| ston Road. 
x Winston Churchill blvd. ‘East 762° North of Frankston Rd. 912' North of 
Ny Franksten Road 
ue | . Winston Churchill Blvd. -East (North of $3311) (South of #3333) 
North side of #3341 South sid@ of #3 
Burnhamthorpe Road ‘North Winston Churchill Blvd. Tamarack Gate 
Winston Churchill Blvd. - East The Collegeway Burnhamthorpe Roe 
| Church Street ~West 270° south of Ontario Sc. 336" South of 
pet , Ontario Street 
eae See / Battleford Road “South Walkway 744' West 
» | 9 See &: | Shelter Bay Road ‘West Arvida Circle 660' South 
| Vee . Tours Road Worth Crickadorn Court 85' West 
| i 2 : Tours Road -South Winston Churchill blvd. Glace Bay Road 
" | Tours Road South Glace Bay Road 265" East 
: Dundas Street West “North Wolfdale Road Cedarglen Gate 
. a Dundas Street West ~North Erindale Station Road 1,000° West 
| Dundas Street West ~ North The Credic WoodlanJs Winston Churchil 
| Boulevard 
” ) T Dundas Street West - South Wins’; Churchill iilvi. Mindemoya Road 
| ee? 1" : Erindale Station Road “West Dundas Street Forestwood Drive 
; 4 | ios Erindale Stacion Road -West Forestwood Drive McBride Avenue 
; are ; Erindale Station Road *West McBride Avenuc Railway Tracks 
: < Erindale Station Road “East Forestwood Drive 750° North : 
Wolitdale Road -West Dundas Screec Forestwood Drive 
| liurontario Street -West Railway Tracks 1,000° North 
Hurontario Street -East Railway Tracks Fairview Drive 
| Burnhamthorpe Road East “South llwy. #10 Cooksville Cree! 
! Burnhamthorpe Road East “South Central Parkway Cawthra Road 
turnhamthorpe Koad East “South Cawthra Road Tomken Road 
7 4 Burnhamthorpe Road East - South 1,500" Easc of Tomken RU. Autumn Harvest 
| Drive 
. . Burnhamthorpe Road East ‘South Autumn Harvest Drive Golden Orchared - 
| Burnhamthorpe Road East ~South Golden Orchard Drive Dixie Road 
F Burnhamthorpe Road East —South Havenwood Drive Fieldgate Drive 
’ Burnhamchorpe Road East “South Fieldpate Drive ilydro Rishtr-O-%- 
, ‘ rnhamthorpe Road East North Ponytrail Drive Fieldgate Drive 
i ey : lliamsport Drive -Souch Fieldgacte Drive Havenwocd Sriv<c 
_ ‘ e Road ‘West Burnhamthorpe Road Winding Te:> 
; Road ' “Wesc Winding Trail 3.oc> Sssaes 
: oad -West Bloor Street Go.ca= SSsaerc 
, fe ‘-- e@ Road *tkst Forestwood Drive segsesse Cit. 
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Mississauga V 
Boulevard 
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Boulevard 
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Bloor Street 
Mississauga 
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4 
Dixie Road “West Golden Orchard Drive 
| - Bloor Street East * North Central Parkway 
) : | Bloor Street East -North Hyacincthe Boulevard 
. | Rloor Street East “North Mississauga Valley Blvd. 
Bloor Street East - South Cawthra Road 
! ‘ : Bloor Street East - South Mississauga Valley Blvd. 
! . Bloor Street East “ South Michelle Row 
| Central Parkway “East Cliff Road 
: Central Parkway ~East Bloor Street 
i ' 
i Central Parkway “East Mississauga Valley Blvd. 
| Queensway West “North Stillmeadow Road 


“North Mavis Road 
~North Mavis Road 


1 Queensway West 
Queensway West 


Dundas Street West ‘South 500° East of Liruma Road 


. 
| / | : Queensway West ‘North Damien Way 
4 . Queensway West ~North Rosemary Drive 
4 Mavis Road “East Paisley Boulevard 
Mavis Road “East Louis Drive 
Mavis Road “West Dundas Strect 
i Mavis Road West Paisley Boulevard 
; | ' Mavis Road -~West Louis Drive 
j Stavebank Road _ “East Queensway 
' Lakeshore Road . “South Owenwood Drive 
| Lakeshore Road “South Balboa Drive 
- Embassy Avenue ~West The south Limits 
+, Southdown Road -East Bonnymede Drive 
; Southdown Road ~West Truscott Drive 
‘ Southdown Road West Ontario Hydro Right-O-Way 
! ; Dundas Street West Sunt 150° East of Winston 
‘ ' Churchill 


“North C.N.R. crossing east of 


1,500° Ease 
1,100° East 
Damien Way 


Rosemary Drivc 
Old Carriage | 
Louis Drive 
Queensway 
Paisley blvd. 
Louis Drive 
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Isabella Aven 
500° Easc 

348° West 

160° North 
1,000° South 
430° South 
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500° West of | 
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1,250 ft, East 


Merherbrae Rd. 
Northerly 250° 
1,500° South 


Pi Se Airport Road 
| ae | Derry Road East ‘North 500' east of Goreway Dr. 
| Rexwood Road ~West Rexdale Boulevard 
-_ i Goreway Drive “West Nashua Drive 
| “Torken West Rumningbrook, School lot line 
; | Tomken Road West Bloor Street, School lot line 
— Torken Road West School lot line, 
kb. Torken Road West Flagship, School lot line 
| . i Tomken Road West School lot line, Rymal Road 
Se. hs ee 4 Tomken Poad East Nursury Lot line, Rumningbrook 
i nae 1 ° Torken Road East j ’ Bloor 
Se Tomken Road East Bloor, Flagship 
Pee, ; Tarken Road East » Nomeric 
<e : Tomken Road East Nomeric, School wal’ 
aye Fe Cliff Road West honda Valley, Rhona Valley 
Cliff Road 
ee i West honda Valley, Mississauga Valley Blvd. 
| | F ciitt Road East Lot line of town hones, Karen Park 
‘ i Cliff Road East Karen Park Cres., Keren Park Cres. 
| Cliff Road East Karen Park Cres., lot line of town homes 
| oe 
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Council Meeting - February 8, 1982 


We have been asked to comment on a number of items with = 
to snow removal in the City. of Mississauga. 


Priority Routes 


1. 


2. 


The 
are 
bus 


priority routes for sanding, salting and snaw plowing 
the major arterials, the collectors, the hospital and 
routes, and all industrial roads. Some concern was 


expressed that the routes to the schools should get first 
priority, however, we cannot agree with this because we 
think that the major routes and the roads to the job 
locations, hospitals, bus routes and industrial routes are 
the most important. 


By- laws 


a) Sidewalk By-law 
- A great deal of discussion has taken place recently 


that we should pass a by-law similar to the City of 
Toronto which requires residents to shovel snow from 
their sidewalks within 12 hours after the fall of snaw. 


It is the City's policy in 1982 to plow the sidewalks 
as soon as possible after 8 cm of snow have fallen am 
the priority sidewalks which were established by Council 
in June of 1982. The balance of the sidewalks are not 
plowed at any time and it is up to the individual 
residents to shovel them or not. We believe that the 
City of pe pa policy has worked very well in an 
extremely harsh winter and we cannot see any reason to 
ee the City of Toronto's by-law on Mississauga 

res ts. 


b) Emergency Snow Clearing By-law 


Again, there has been mentioned that we should enact an 
Emergency Snow Clearing By-law on priority routes in the 
City of Mississauga and the Region of Peel. We have had 
liaison with staff at the Region of Peel and we have 
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SUBJECT: Snow 


COMENTS: - cont‘d. concurred with the Regional staff that we are having 
very few problems in clearing the snow fran qr priorfty 
routes (arterial, collectors, bus routes, etc.) and if 
we encounter the odd parked vehicle we can have them 


removed under Section 116 of the Highway Traffic Act. , 
We do encounter a lot of parked cars on our residential 


the Emergency Snow Clearing By-law would have no impact 
in this area as it would not apply. 


We would recommend that an Emergency Snow Clearing By-law 
not be imposed by the City of Mississauga and that we | 
continue as we have in the past and that vehicles parked 
on arterial roads be towed away under Section 116 of the 
Highway Traffic Act when deemed necessary. 


3. Co-ordination between the City and the Regia 


A problem has arisen in 1982 which has not occurred previously 

and that is the problem of the City maintaining the sidewalks 

on Regional roads and co-ordinating the sidewalk clearing in - 
conjunction with Regional plowing. 


This has not worked very well in at least two heavily travelled 
pedestrian areas -- me being the Cawthra Road bridge over 

the Q.E.W. and the other, Dixie Road between the Queensway 

and Sherway Drive. It seems that this problem can only be 
resolved in either the Region of Peel plowing both the 
sidewalks and the road and/or the City plowing the sidewalks 
and the roads in areas where there is heavy pedestrian movements 
and the road plowing will affect pedestrian movements. The — 
logical one to do this work is the Region of Peel since they 
are the road authority, however, it would appear that Regional 
staff cannot, or will not, react to the political concerns 

as quickly as City staff. 


REC OMMENDAT IONS: The following are recommendations which we would like to make 
with respect to this report: 


1. That the priority routes for snow plowing, sanding, and | 
salting, be the major arterials, the collectors, the hospital, 
the bus routes and al] industrial roads. 


2. That a by-law not be introduced which would require the 
residents of Mississauga to shovel their sidewalks. 


streets, however, since these are not priority routes { 
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RECOMMENDATIONS - cont'd. 


| 3. That an Emergency Snow Clearing By-law not be introduced °° | 
for priority routes in that the existing legislation 
serves us well and parked cars can be towed away under 
Section 116 of the Highway Traffic Act. 


4. That the Region of Peel be requested to either plow all 
of the sidewalks m arterial roads in comjunction with 
their road plowing activities, or alternately, request the 
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som ce we OS Ewe wre 


City of Mississauga to plow all Regional roads where there. 
are City sidewalks in order that the City can co-ordinate 
the road and sidewalk snaw plowing. 


Jif 


William P. Taylor, 
Commissioner, 
Engineering 
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January 16, 1984 


CLERK'S DEPARTMENT 
City of Kitchener Recycling Programme 
Engineering and Works Department 


At the last Public Works Committee meeting in December the 
article was placed on the Agenda 
on it at this meeting. 


attached 
and we were requested to comment 


We have discussed this matter both with the staff of the City of 
Kitchener as wel] aS a representative of Laidlaw Waste Systems 
Limited and the following information was received. 


1. The programme Was started in September 1983 and involved 
35,000 single family houses. 


2. The response has been very good to date with approximately 
70% participation. 


3. The residents use a special plastic container which is Supplied 
by the Contractor to hold the cans and bottles. Thes 
are picked up on the regular garbage day by special vehicles. 
The residents put out the containers whenever they are Supposedly 
full and bundled newspapers are placed on top 


4. The Contractor hand sorts all the material back at his yard and 
the following yield was obtained for October and November, 1983: 
150 tons of glass; 50 tons of cans, and 500 tons of paper. 

5S. The Contractor Supplied the bins to the public at a cost of 
$5.50 per bin for a total cost of $190,000.00. The Contractor 
in turn received a grant from the Provincial Government in the 
amount of $110,000.00 to help start-up cost over and above the 


bin cost. The Contractor spent $100,000.00 constructing the 
Special garbage vehicles used for the Pickup. 


the first three years, however, he may break even in the fourth 
year depending upon the quantities collected a 
the products at that time. 


7. The City of Kitchener is not financially involved in way 
with the Recycling Programme. It is totally the responsibility 
of Laidlaw Waste Systems Limited. 
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Kitchener bundles up its 2. 
garbage for recycling 
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Truck operator Dan Yearwood takes a bundle of papers for recycling from Mrs. Lorraine Stoney and son Scott outside 


their Kitchener home. 





itchener, the bustling southern 

Ontario community of 135,000, 
has just become Canada’s first mu- 
nicipality to launch city-wide multi- 
material curbside residential garbage 
separation. 

High acceptance over the past two 
years among 1,100 Kitchener test 
houscholds has caught the cye of not 
only waste recovery advocates but 
also Laidlaw Waste Systems Lid., 
Kitchener's contract garbage col- 
lector which is operating the recy- 
cling program. 

However, any cash-from-trash 


am 


bonanza is still a dream. There is still 
no recyclable material in Ontario's 
houschold garbage with enough eco- 
nomic value to drive a recycling in- 
dustry subsidy free. 

Neverthcless, this is now beginning 
to change in Canada as it has in the 
U.S. With the exception of Saskatch- 
ewan, where all pop cans are banned, 
and Ontario, where the aluminum 
can has been banned for apparcnily 
political reasons, aluminum heralds 
the beginning of a financially viable 
recycling industry. 

Soon it should be possible to oper- 


ate recycling in the black. The good 
news for municipalities is this also 
means a reduction in landfill costs 
and added lifespan for existing land- 
fill sites. 


And, given the strong likclihood of 
a Queen's Park approval by the end 
of 1983 for the all aluminum can in 


Ontario, the long-awaited day for . 


subsidy-free recycling should be just 
around the corner. 


With a $110,000 provincial sub- 
sidy this year, Kitchener has 
achieved an almost overnight reduc- 
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And aluminum means the Ontario 
Environment ministry, which has had 
its hopes for province-wide recycling 
dashed by government spending re- 
Straints may get what it has long 
wanted—with real savings to tax- 
payers. ; 

“Homeowners are quick to pick up 
on this,” says Nyle Ludolph, general 
manager of Total Recycling, the 
Laidlaw subsidiary which operates 
the collection service. 

Two weeks after Kitchener's 
35,000 single-family houscholds each 
received a free, bright blue plastic bin 
(imagine a rectangular laundry bas- 
ket), more than three-quarters of the 
containers were being put out on gar- 
bage day. 

Intensive promotion asks residents 
to wash, flatten, remove the ends and 
take the labels off cans, put them in 
the containers with rinsed throwaway 
bottles and other glass, then place 
their bundled newspapers on top. 

Mr. Ludolph says he is pleased at 
the Kitchener houschoilders prepara- 

tion. “I've seen curbside programs in 
the U.S., and frankly I'm appalled at 
the amount of straight garbage which 
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Nyle Ludolph of Total Recycling examines one of the plastic bins that have 
been distributed to Kitchener houscholds for the recycling program. 


“This can lead to uneconomic 
hand sorting. However, the people 
here, by and large, are making the 
effort to flatten their cans and bundic 
their papers.” 

Unlike some limited recycling pro- 
grams such as the Bundle Up For 
Wednesday newspaper collection in 
the City of Toronto, Kitchener resi- 
dents put their recycling container 


out the same day as their regular gar- 
bagc. 

“This avoids confusion,” says Lu- 
dolph. “Different days for different 
collections means a drop in participa- 
tion and crews spend more time 
driving and less time collecting.” 

Mr. Ludolph says initial tonnage 
has been running higher than ex- 
pected. “When people first found out 
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ends up in recyclers’ yards. 
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Tric 


Mi Charles A. Lalonde, General Manager, Liquid Waste 
Division, Tricil Limited is pleased to announce the combi- 
nation of its Ontario regional operations under a central regional 
management. The organizational strengthening coincides with the 
compiction and start-up of a $9 million modification to its Sarnia 
high-temperature liquid waste incineration facility. 

Eric Hunicr, formerly Branch Manager Sarnia is appointed 
Regional Manager - Ontario. with overall responsibility for 
Tricil’s Ontario waste management system - a transfer station in 
Mississauga, a truck flect dedicated to liquid waste transport and 
the Sarnia central treatment facility. Mr. Hunter, a chemust 
experienced in agricultural research, was educated in Ireland. 
Prior to joining Tricil in 1976 he was an Environmental Officer 
with the Ontario Ministry of the Environment. 

Richard F. Nowina moves from Branch Manager, at Tricil’s 
Mississauga liquid waste transfer station to Sales Marketing 
Manager - Ontario Region. He joined Tricil in 1982 after 
holding research, sales and product management positions in the 
chemical industry. Mr. Nowina holds a B.Sc. in Chemistry from 
the University of Watcrloo 


il Limited Announcement 









Gordon H. Miller 


Robert J. Redhead becomes Market Development Manager - 
Ontario Region. He joined Tricil in 1979 as Branch Manager 
Mississauga, responsible for the operation of Tricil's liquid waste 
iransicr station. 

Prior to joining Tricil Mr. Redhead held positions in the 
analytical laboratery business and the Department of National 
Health and Welfare. He holds a B.Sc. in Microbiology from the 
University of British Columbia and an M.B.A. from York 
University. 

Mr. Gordon H. Miller formerly Manager, Transportation 
Systems, responsible for Tricil’s flect of specialized liquid waste 
transportation vehicles becomes Manager, Administration - 
Ontario. He joined Tricil in 1978 as Administration Manager, 
Sarma Branch. Mr. Miller holds a Diploma in Business Admi- 
nistration from Lambton College and has held positions in public 
accounting and the chemical industry in Sarnia. 

Tricil is a diversified waste management company operating in 
13 Canadian and seven U.S. centres. It is jointly owned by 
Trunac Limited of Calgary and C-I-L Inc. of Toronto. 
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A mound of papers ready for the recycling. 





we were about to go city-wide, they 
stored their newspapers for a few 
weeks, so we've had a surge at the 
Start. 


“We predicted we would ship 400 
tons of newspaper a month but in the 
first 3% days of collection we filled 
three tractor trailer loads. We get 
$60 a ton at our dock from Ontario 
Paper in Thoroid. 


“We just about break eveh on glass 
at $30 a ton,” he says, adding “I 
think we can make money on glass 
soon.” 


At the moment cans and glass have 
to be separated manually at the Tota! 
Recycling Yard. “This is a tempo- 
rary bottleneck, says Mr. Ludolph. 


‘Total’ will install a conveyor with 
a magnetic head. “However, we'll 
still have to separate pop and beer 
cans from other sicel cans by hand. 
The steel companies don’t de-tin 
these.” Leftover tin cans go toa scrap 
yard. 


Mr. Ludolph has high expectations 
for such groups as the Boy Scouts 
when he expands the program to in- 
clude the city’s 11,000 high-rise and 
multiple dwellings. 


“It won't be as casy to get people 
on the ninth floor to separate and 
bring their recyclables downstairs. 
But I feel that with strong promotion 
and financial incentives for Boy 
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Scouts and building superintendents 
we can achieve success in a high- 
rise.” 

Two custom built trucks with dual 
Stecring wheels (for one-man curb- 
side operation) and adjustable multi- 
ple-compartment bodies were built 
locally by Belgium Standard for To- 
tal Recycling for $50,000 apiece. 

The company also forked over an- 
other $200,000 for the special house- 
hold containers, about 50 of which 
were stolen in the first two weeks of 
operation. “We're working on that 
onc,” he says. 

With the city-wide program, Mr. 
Ludolph had to increase his full-time 
staff from three to five and take on 
half a dozen temporary help who are 
working five shifts a week. 

A plan submitted to the Ontario 
Ministry of the Environment by Al- 
can calculates 1,100 new jobs will be 
created in Ontario by a residential 
recycling system driven by the alumi- 
num can. 

Alcan has guaranteed a minimum 
floor price of $900 a ton for alumi- 
num beverage cans. In recent months 
scrap aluminum cans have been 
bringing over $1,100 a ton. 

Acceptance of the aluminum can 
in Ontario is opposed by Stelco and 
Dofasco of Hamilton which manu- 
facture most of the canstock for Ca- 
nadian canmakers. 





MUuUMmitCu an SUVCI Lining VCallipaign 
suggesting large numbers of jobs will 
be saved if people recycle steel cans: 
the implication being they could be 
lost if stecl has to surrender its mo- 
nopoly in Ontario, granted in effect 
by the Ontario Government, and 
compete with aluminum and. other 
recyclable containers. 

Both Stcico and Dofasco have set 
up a Tin Plate Recycling Council to 
recover pop cans, but this does not 
mean multi-material recycling. Nev- 
ertheless Ron Deans of Stelco says 
they are determined to show the Min- 
istry of the Environment they can re- 
cycle meaningfully. 

At the moment the steel industry 
has the protection of the provincial 
Environmental Protection Act which 
requires that one end and the sides of 
all carbonated beverage cans in the 
province be made from steel. 

The exact reasoning for estab- 
lishing this virtual monopoly for steel 
is unclear but Alcan readily concedes 
it wasn't in a position to supply the 
market for an all-aluminum ean 
when the regulation was drawn up in 
1975. Now it is. 

“We were asleep at the switch 
then,” says Allan Wakefield, Alcan 
vice president for business develop- 
ment,” but are wide awake now. 
What's more we think the consumer 
should be able to choose from any 
container which is physically and 
economically recyclable.” 

It is the tremendously high scrap 
value of the aluminum used for pop 
and beer cans which has really made 
the provincial environment ministry 
sit up and take note. Alcan says it 
must get used cans back to be com- 
petitive. 

And with the $900 floor price 
guarantee, Alcan says garbage con- 
tractors will be able to turn an overall 
profit collecting glass, steel cans and 
newspapers as well as aluminum 
cans. Aluminum becomes the eco- 
nomic engine which drive the entire 
recycling process. 

This lets the Province off the hook 
in having to subsidize recycling, 
something which it can ill afford 
these days with the shrill cries from 
hospitals, school boards and universi- 
ties for more tax dollars. 

And given the subsidy-free poten- 
tial for waste recovery, municipalities 
can also look forward to reduced 
landfill costs and a longer life for 
existing sites. = 
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SOURCE , DUE DATE NO. OF 
REVISI 

00 enemas MEL 

163-82 Eng. & Works Second Assessment of "rippled" Public Works - May 20/82 June, 1984 


pavement used as a speed deterrent on Public Works - July 6/83 
roadway at Mineola Rd. E. and Indian 
Road 
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. 55-5: “ro. Works easit y Oo insta. ‘ ‘ashinc 5 < Bs ~~ = uly 8/8: - a. 9Bé 
| lights at bus stops on North and South 
| Service Roads 


A REPORT FROM THE GENERAL MANAGER, MISSISSAUGA TRANSIT, DETAILING THE COMMENTS OF THE ENGINEERING AND WORKS DEPARTMENT IS 
| INCLUDED ON THE AGENDA FOR THE TRANSIT COMMITTEE MEETING TO BE HELD ON JANUARY 20, 1984. THE ITEM DEALS WITH BUS STOPS ON 
THE NORTH AND SOUTH SERVICE ROADS TO THE QUEEN ELIZABETH HIGHWAY. 
37 rng. & Work: Policy re: reconstruction o free’ " » Sept. 12/8: . 19, 196i 
under a local improvement program 
7 » 5. & STK: "oC cy - empic = Oo KICe oKS . » Woke /33 2.16, 3B 

es : within the City of Mississauga for the 

| H purpose of snow removal 

| 104-85 3. & Works On-Street Pe : Residential Zones Put Works, Sept.19, 198: - 3, 198i 
; | Programme Development 
, S 105-83 "lanning Dept. Review of parking standards in Public Works, Sept.19, 1983 Sept.i9, i9% ' 

| | Zeiercecsme Residential & Commercial Zones 

ke. Wo e835 tho a woke mer Garbage Collection Public Works, Sept.19, 1983 Feb.1é, 1581 
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BY-LAW NUMBER... 


A By-law to provide for the clearing 

away and removal of snow and ice from 

sidewalks on highways. 

WHEREAS, a by-law may be passed by Council under 

paragraph 57 of Section 354 of The Municipal Act, R.S.O. 1970, c. 
284 for clearing away and removing snow and ice from sidewalks 
on the highway in front of, alongside or at the rear of any 
occupied, unoccupied building or vacant lot, at the expense of the 


owner. 


. NOW THEREFORE, the Council of the Corporation of the City 
of Mississauga ENACTS as follows: 
he Where snow, ice or hail has not been removed from a 
sidewalk on a highway in front of or alongside or at the rear of 
an occupied or unoccupied building or a in the City of . 
Mississauga within 24 (twenty-four) hours of the time that the 
snow, hail or other precipitation has ceased, the Commissioner of 
| Engineering and Works, or his designate or agent may at the expense 
, of the owner of the building or lot cause such snow or ice to be 
removed, and shall keep an account of all expenses relating to the 
removal and the expenses may be collected or recovered from the 
| owner in any lawful manner including in the like manner as municipal 


taxes as provided in Section 469 of The Municipal Act, R.S.O. 1970, 


i Bs The provisions of sub-section 1 do not apply to’public 
walkways, pedestrian overpasses, sidewalks abutting municipal 


property, or those sidewalks set out in Schedule "A" attached hereto. 
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——-- % C9 SCHEDULE “A” TO UY L/W ap 
| a” : 
o 
| 4 | e. eater dmnnen late mnrmar eRe em naman mane NE 7 | 
l ROAD ' SLDE ' F KOM - = | 
| ' Copenhagen Road West Leg ‘West Derry Road 360'North (Oslo) ) 
i Copenhagen Raod East Leg ‘East Derry Road 366" North | 
Falconer Drive -West 156° South of Bow River Park Street 
Creditview Road’ ‘West Kenninghall Blvd. 924° North 
| Creditview Road “West Kenninghall Blvd. 618° South x | 
Glen Erin Drive ‘East 438' South of Montevideo Rd.234' South * e 7 
: Glen Erin Drive “West Inlake Court Windwood Drive 4 
Glen Erin Drive ~West 144' North of Inlake Court Montevideo Rd. | 
_ Montevideo Road ~East Aquitaine Avenue 348° South 
| Montevideo Road “East Aquitaine Avenue 642" North | 
Aquitaine Avenue ‘North Millcreek Drive Montevideo ; 
Aquitaine Avenue ~South Millcreek Drive Montevideo 
| | Millcreek Drive “West Aquitaine Avenue 384" North 2h 
| Millcreek Drive ‘West Derry Road 996° South *. 
| Millcreek Drive “West 180' North of Derry Road 192° South of Tap 
; | Roa 
| Glen Erin Drive ~East 144" North of Council Ring 600' South of The 
: Collegeway 
Glen Erin Drive ‘West 150' North of Council Ring 462' South of The 4 
Collegeway : 
The Collegeway - South 66' West of Windjammer Rd 156' East of Coun 
Ring, Road 
The Collegeway * North 144" West of Spruce Needle 216' East of 
Drive Council Ring Roa: 
Winston Churchill Blvd. ‘East 816' North of #5 Highway 960° North of #5 
(Watercourse) 
Winston Churchill Blvd. -East 1,692' North of #5 Hwy. 2,100 North of #° 
Hwy 
Winston Churchill Blvd .East 132' North of Frankston Rd. 690' North of Fr; 
. ) ston Road. 
) Winston Churchill Blvd. -East 762' North of Frankston Rd. 912' North of 
; . Franksten Road 
Winston Churchill Blvd. -East (North of #3311) (South of #3333) 
North side of #3341 South sid@ of #3 
Burnhamthorpe Road *North Winston Churchill Blvd. Tamarack Gate 
Winston Churchill Blvd. - East The Collegeway Burnhamthorpe Ro. 
Church Street ~West 270‘ south of Ontario St. 336' South of 
: Ontario Street 
Battleford Road “South Walkway 744' West 
Shelter Bay Road ‘West Arvida Circle 660° South 
Tours Road “North Crickadorn Court 85" West 
Tours Road -South Winston Churchill Blvd. Glace Bay Road 
Tours Road South Glace Bay Road 265' East 
Dundas Street West -North Wolfdale Road Cedarglen Gate | 
Dundas Street West ~North Erindale Station Road 1,000' West 
Dundas Street West ~North The Credit Woodlands Winston Churchil’ | ! ; 
Boulevard 
Dundas Street West - South Winston Churchill blvi. Mindemoya Road 
Erindale Station Road -West Dundas Street Forestwood Drive | 
Erindale Station Road -West Forestwood Drive McBride Avenue > | 
Erindale Station Road -West McBride Avenue Railway Tracks ' 4 
Erindale Station Road ‘East Forestwood Drive 750' North 
Woltdale Road . West Dundas Street Forestwood Drive 
Hurontario Street ~West Railway Tracks 1,000" North 
Hurontario Street -East Railway Tracks Fairview Drive 
Burnhamthorpe Road East ~South Hwy. #10 Cooksville Creek 
Burnhamthorpe Road East “South Central Parkway Cawthra Road 
Burnhamthorpe Koad East “South Cawihra Road Tomken Road 
Burnhamthorpe Road East - South 1,500° East of Tomken Rd. Autumn Harvest 
Drive 
Burnhamthorpe Road East “South Autumn Harvest Drive Golden Orchard D 
Burnhamthorpe Road East ~South Golden Orchard Drive Dixie Road 
Burnhamthorpe Road East —South Havenwood Drive Fieldgate Drive 
Burnhamthorpe Road East “South Fieldpate Drive Hydro Right-O-2 
urnhamthorpe Road East North Ponytrail Drive Fieldgate Drive 
lliamsport Drive ~South Fieldgate Drive Havenwood D 2 
ie Road ‘West Burnhamthorpe Road Winding 
Road . “West Winding Trail Bloor Stre 
oad ‘' -West Bloor Street iden. Gx 
e Road *\est Forestwood Drive sestloc 
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Road 


Bloor Street East 
Bloor Street East 


Bloor Street East 
Bloor Street East 


Bloor Street East 
Bloor Street East 


Central Parkway 
Central Parkway 


Central Parkway 
Queensway West 
Queensway West 
Queensway West 
Queensway West 
Queensway West 
Mavis Road 


ROM 





‘West Golden Orchard Drive 


* North Central Parkway 
~North Hyacinthe Boulevard 


“North Mississauga Valley Blvd. 
- South Cawthra Road 


* South Mississauga Valley Blvd. 
' South Michelle Row 


“East Cliff Road 
~East Bloor Street 
~East Mississauga Valley Blvd. 


“North Stillmeadow Road 
“North Mavis Road 
~North Mavis Road 
“North Damien Way 
~North Rosemary Drive 


Mavis 
Mavis 
Mavis 


Road 
Road 
Road 


Mavis Road 

Stavebank Road 
Lakeshore Road 
Lakeshore Road 
Embassy Avenue 
Southdown Road 
Southdown Road 
Southdown Road 


Dundas Street West 


Dundas Street West 


Derry Road East 
Derry Road East 


“East Paisley Boulevard 
“East Louis Drive 

“West Dundas Street 
‘West Paisley Boulevard 
~West Louis Drive 

~ East Queensway 


“South Owenwood Drive 
“South Balboa Drive 


~West The south limits 
-East Bonnymede Drive 
~West Truscott Drive 
‘West 


Ontario Hydro Right-O-Way 

“South 150' East of Winston 
Churchill 

‘~South 500' East of Liruma Road 


“North C.N.R. crossing east of 
Airport Road 
“North 500' east of Goreway Dr. 
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Little Etobico 
Creek 
Hyacinthe Blvd 
Mississauga Va 
boulevard 
Cawthra Road 
Mississauga Va 
Boulevard 
Michelle Row 
Central Pkwy. 
Bloor Street 
Mississauga 
Valley Blvd. 
Burnhamthorpe 
1,500° East 
1,100' East 
Damien Way 
Rosemary Drive 
Old Carriage Rk. 
Louis Drive 
Queensway 
Paisley Blvd. 
Louis Drive 


Queensway 
Isabella Avenu. | 
500' East | 
348° West 

160' North 
1,000" South 
430° South 

990' North 

560' East of 


Woodchester Dr 


200' West of 1) 
Fifth Line Wes 
1,250 £t, East. 


Metherbrae Rd, 


Karen Park Cres., lot line of town hames 
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Rexwood Road ~West Rexdale Boulevard Northerly 250" 
Goreway Drive “West Nashua Drive 1,500' South 
“Tomken Road West ingbrook, School lot line 
Tomken Road West Bloor Strack? get} ot Line 
Tomken Road West School lot line, Flagshi 
Tomken Road West Flagship, School lot line 
Road West line, Rymal Road 
Road East Nursury Lot line, Runningbrook ) 
Road East ingbrook, Bloor 
Road East Bloor, ip | 
sDad East Flagship, Nameric : 
Road East Nomeric, School wall way ' "] 
West Rhonda Valley, Rhonda Val ! 
West Rhonda Valley, Mississauga Valley Blvd. 
East Lot line of town homes, Karen Park 
East Karen Park Cres., Karen Park Cres. 
East 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
MINUTES 


NAME OF COMMITTEE: PUBLIC WORKS 
DATE OF MEETING: Thursday, January 19, 1984 
PLACE OF MEETING: Council Chambers at 9:30 a.m. 


MEMBERS PRESENT: Councillor D. Culham, Chairman 
Mr. J. Rogers, Vice-Chairman 
Councillor D. Cook 
Councillor M. Marland 
Mr. W. Schofield 
Mayor Hazel McCallion arrived at 10:10 a.m. 


Councillor R. Skjarum 
Mr. D. A. Strutt 
Mr. J. C. Saddington 


OTHERS PRESENT: Councillor Mahoney 
Councillor Kennedy, arrived at 10:10 a.m. 


Mr. W. P. Taylor, Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
Mr. A. McDonald, Director, Maintenance Engineering 
Mrs. C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 


NOTE: Apologies for absence received from Councillor Skjarum and Mr. Strutt. 


STAFF PRESENT: 


MATTERS CONSIDERED: 


1. On December 20, 1983, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
discussed the sidewalk snow ploughing maps for the 1983/1984 winter 
season with the Public Works Committee. As a result of the 
discussions at that time, the sidewalk snow ploughing map was posted 
in the Councillors’ lounge for input from the Members of Council. 
Shown in red on the map were the sidewalks that are currently being 
ploughed by the City. These sidewalks are those which were ploughed 
in 1982/83, with the addition of sidewalks on main and collector 
roads constructed during the summer of 1983. Shown in yellow on the 
maps were the additions to the sidewalk programme requested by the 
individual Councillors. 


It was moved by Councillor Cook that the 1983/1984 sidewalk programme 
cover sidewalks included in the 1982/1985 programme plus sidewalks on 
main and collector roads constructed during 1983, all depicted in red 
on the map presented to the Public Works Committee at its meeting 

held on January 19, 1984, and that the additions to the sidewalk 

programme suggested by each Councillor be referred to staff for study 
and a report back to the Public Works Committee. This motion carried. 
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| 44 -2- January 19, 1984 
| iq Item 1 continued 


Also submitted for the Committee's consideration were the following: 


a) Memorandum from Mayor McCallion, dated January 12, 1984, on a 

. | Suggestion made by a citizen that notice be delivered to people 
| | whose sidewalks are no longer ploughed by the City explaining 

| the reasons for the discontinuance of the service and asking 
them to assist the City by shovelling their walks. 


Y 4] b) | Memorandum from Councillor Mahoney, dated January 5, 1984, , 7 
| ; asking the Committee to reconsider the possibility of passing a 

| by-law to force residents to keep the sidewalks abutting their 

| ) properties clear of snow. In connection with this suggestion, 


ee ar Se = 


(i) Memorandum from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works 
Gated March 12, 1980 to Mayor McCallion together with a 
copy of a report to the Public Works Committee dated 
July 25, 1979, which recommended that either the City 
Pass a by-law to provide for the Clearing and removal of 
snow and ice from sidewalks on highways, or the City 
decide whether or not to continue the then level of 
service and plow and sand all sidewalks in the entire 
City. An explanation of how this matter was disposed of 
was included in the report from the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works to the Mayor. 


(ii) Report to the Public works Committee dated February 12, 
1982, which recommended that a by-law to require 
residents to clear their sidewalks of snow be not 
implemented. This recommendation was adopted by Council 
on March 8, 1982. 


Discussion followed on the advisability of keeping the public fully 

informed and also on the need for dialogue between residents and 

their elected representatives. It was moved by Councillor Cook that 

staff prepare a report on the pros and cons of suggestions concerning 

the public's responsibility for sidewalk snow ploughing and 

enforcement of these responsibilities and that the suggestions and 

the staff report be referred to the next Ratepayers' Seminar for i , 
discussion. | ' 


F 05.03.02 
See Recommendations #1 and #2 (D. Cook) 
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2. Report dated January 16, 1984, from the Commissioner of Engineering | | 
and Works, on the recycling programme conducted by the City of | ! 
Kitchener. This programme involves the collection of glass, cans and 
paper in special plastic containers supplied to residents by the City 
of Kitchener's garbage contractor. 
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Item 2 continued 





In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works outlined 
information he received from the staff of the City of Kitchener and 
representatives of Laidlaw Waste Systems Limited. From a financial 
standpoint, the City of Kitchener has no involvement, however, the 
contractor feels he will lose money for the first three years 
following the institution of the programme in September, 1983, but 
expects to break even in the fourth year, depending upon the 
quantities collected and the market for the products at that time. 


F.05.05.05.01 | 
See Recommendation #3 (M. Marland) ) | 
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3. At the request of Councillor Cook, an explanation of cul-de-sac snow | ' 
ploughing was given to the Committee. The Public Works Committee | 
felt that it would be interesting to have the procedures explained by , | 
the operators themselves. It was therefore agreed to invite area , | 
supervisors to the February meeting to describe some of the problems ; | 
faced by crews during snow ploughing. Staff was directed to make the 

necessary arrangements. 


F 05.03.01 


4. Discussion also took place on the handling of emergency calls by the 
staff of the City of Mississauga and the staff of the Region of Peel | 
outside of the normal business hours. 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works was directed to discuss the 
difference in the way emergency calls are handled at the next meeting 

of Regional Engineers and possibly to suggest at that time that a 

Regional Dispatcher be located at the City of Mississauga's Works ) 
Yard so that the efforts of the emergency crews can be co-ordinated. ) 


A.01.11.01 
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5. Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public Works Committee 
as of January 19, 1984. It was pointed out that Request for Report 
155-83 was being handled by the Transit Committee and should 
therefore be deleted. 


A.03.04 .06 | 

See Recommendation #4 (Wm. Schofield) | 

V——— : 
RECOMMENDATIONS: As per Report No. 1-84 | ewes 
ADJOURNMENT: 10:55 a.m. 


os. 


CHRISTINE DODDS, COMMITTEE CO-ORDINATOR 
0016C/68C 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 19, 1984 


REPORT NO. 1-84 


TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. 
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


wate oo-ee ae 


The Public Works Committee presents its first report and recommends: 

1-84 (a) That the 1983/1984 Sidewalk Snow Ploughing Programme cover 
main and collector roads constructed during 1983, recommended ) 
by the Commissioner of Engineering and Works, and shown in red 


) on the map presented to the Public Works Committee at its 
| meeting held on January 19, 1984; 


(b) That the additions to the 1983/1984 Sidewalk Snow P] | | | 
Programme suggested by the Councillors, shown in yellow on the | | 
map presented to the Public Works Committee at its meeting held | | 
on January 19, 1984, be referred to the Commissioner of | 
Engineering and Works for study and a report back to the Public | oa 


| Sidewalks included in the 1982/1983 programme plus sidewalks on | Y i} 
' 
| 


F 05.03.02 
(38-1-84) 


2-84 That suggestions made to improve the clearance of snow off sidewalks 

y, received by the Public Works Committee at | aS 

January 19, 1984, be referred to staff for a | 

report on the pros and cons of these suggestions and that the entire ; 

matter be referred to the individual Councillors for discussion with | Ta 
ons | 


8 
g 
Sz 


their ra associations, and also be referred for discussion at | 
the next Ratepayers' Seminar. | 
F.05.03:02 | 
(38-2-84 ) 


3-84 That the report dated January 16, 1984, from the Commissioner of | 
Engineering and Works, on the recycling programme conducted by the § 
City of Kitchener, be received. | | ; 
F.05.05.05.01 ; 
(38-3-84 ) @ 
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AGENDA 
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1984 AT 9:30 A.M. 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
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CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 


: 
; 
| 
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 
——— THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1984 
SOMTTTEE ROOM AAT 9:30 Au, | 
AGENDA 
MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION: 


a ee EN ee ween eee we we we er eee re 


1. At the Public works 
Committee Meet held 
ee a description of ieiadean ln January 19th, 1984, 
ee thought it would be interesting , Plowing, the Public works 
explained by the operators themselves It 


agreed to in 
0 vite area supervisor was 
some of the problems faced by crews, ©” FSOTUary meeting to describe 


Tepresenting the Plow Operators, will attend the 


F.05.03.0] 
FOR_INFORMATION 


D. J. Debenham 
meeting. . 
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Condominiums 
side of the street 1 Ste» will Tequire a sidewalk on one 


(iv) A sidewalk will be 
the sidewalk will fore part of tre Sige of the cul-de-sac where 


concerned that sidewalks | and 
fe = of ha oe Park Place runs south ina Paisley nodes pe West 
Registered Plan “ig Ae is a 24 lot cul-de-sac and the 


B.06 509 02 
FOR DISCUSSION 
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-2- February 16, 1984 


rt dated February 13, 1984, from the Commissioner of Engineering Re 
Works on on-street parking in Residential Zones outlin | 


soe eg for the institution of a system of alternate side ong term | 
ing and one or two side long term parking in selected areas where | 


On September 19, 1983, the Public works Committee considered a Joint 
report dated May 18, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 


+ Ee eee eee ee 


from 
Mr. R. A. McPhail, 1480 Robillard Road, requesting an amendment to 
By-law 444-79, the City of Mississauga Traffic By-law, 
overnight parking on City streets when snow removal vehicles are not 


The current report from the Commissioner of Engineering and works, 
dated February 14, 1984, is in response to the recommendation of the 
Public Works Committee which emanated from its discussions at its 


"(a) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works prepare a report 
for the consideration of the Public Works Committee with 
respect to the following: 


(1) institution of a System of alternate side parking on 


Certain roadways where a need for long term on-street 
parking is identified; 


(ii) development of an experimental program for permit parking 
in specific areas taking into consideration costs, 
revenues, legal rights, etc.; 


(iii) maps indicating the roadways designated for the programs 
set out in parts (i) and (ii); 


(iv) additional staff which would be required for the . 
ion of the programs set out in parts (a) and 6 
DB); 


P one te a ee ee » 


(b) That the Planning Department review current parking standards 
with respect to residential and commercial development and 
report back to the Public Works Committee by December 31, 1983, 
with recommendations to alleviate the problems outlined in the 


report dated May 18, 1983, from the Commissioner of Enginering . 
and Works." 
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-3- February 16, 1964 


Item 3 (Continued) 
In his latest report dated February 14, 1984, the Commissioner of 
Engineer 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


ing and Works recommends: 


That long term on-street parking be permitted on the following 
streets: 


(a) South Millway - single side long term parking 
(b) Townwood Court - alternate side long term parking 
(c) Shelter Bay Road/Glen Erin Drive - single side long term 


parking 

(d) Goreway Drive - single side long term parking 

(e) Jaquar Valley Drive - alternate side long term parking 

(f) John Street - one side long term parking 

(g) Kirwin Avenue - east and north sides 

(h) John Street North - double sided long term parking 

(i) Inverhouse Drive and Lushes Drive - alternate side long 
term parking 

(j) Winding Trail - single side long term parking 

(k) Mississauga Valley Boulevard - single side long term 


parking 
(1) Westminster Place - single side long term parking 
(m) Darcel Avenue - single side long term parking 


That long term on-street parking not be implemented on 
Franconia Drive. 


That long term on-street parking not be implemented on woking 
Crescent 


That an experimental program of permit parking be developed on 
Williamsport Drive east and north side from a point 117m (384 
feet) west of Havenwood Drive (south leg) to a point 30 metres 
(100 feet) south of Gulleden Drive in accordance with the 
following criteria: 


(a) Permits will be issued only for the number of spaces 
available on the roadway within the limits of the 
exempted area on a first-come, first-served basis. 


When all space in an area, or on a street, has been 
allocated, waiting lists by priority of date will be 
maintained and permits will be issued in date order as 
space becomes available due to cancellations. 


(b) A permit shall be issued to any owner or tenant of the 
premises who actually resides in said permises, provided 
in the opinion of the Commissioner, there is no parking 
space on the land where the owner or tenant resides and 
provided that where there is parking space on the land 
where owner or tenant resides, such parking space is not 
available to said owner or tenant and provided no more 
ee a Se a ee ey ES 
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Item 3, Subsection 
(c) 


(d) 


(e) 


(f) 


(g) 


(h) 


(i) 


(j) 


(k) 


(1) 


(m) 





ota February 16, 1984 
(4) Continued 


Where there are parking spaces remaining after Satisfying 
the provision of subsection (b) additional parking spaces 
Soetdee a eegned to any owner or tenant who actually 
resides in said premises and there is no parking space 
located on the land where the owner or tenant resides. 


a 
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Permits will be issued only for Passenger vehicles and | 
vans or light trucks which are the sole vehicle for 
family transportation and for the licence plate of the . 
vehicle to the owner (no permits will be issued to = 
vehicles used for commercial or recreation purposes). 


Any vehicle for which a permit is issued must not exceed 
17" (5.2m) in length. 


= 
oe 


Permits will be issued semi-annually and will become due 
for renewal on January 1, and July 1. 


Permit fee will be $10 per month payable in a lump sum 
the 


for forthcoming 6-month period or portion thereof 
Gependent upon the time of application. 


Permit fee shall be non-refundable unless cancelled by 
the Corporation. 


Permits are not transferable from one vehicle to another 
and are valid only for the vehicle and licence for which 
it was issued. A new permit’ must be applied for if a new 


Permits must be affixed to the lower left hand driver's cate 
Side of the permitted vehicle's windshield. Permits are . 


effective as soon as appropriate signs are erected on 
those streets authorized by Council. 


wren a permit is issued on a street name basis, Sub ject 


to existing traffic regulations, permit holders May park | : 
only on authorized and signed sections of that partirular 


mose who have been issued permits must obey existing | 

parking and/or stopping regulations i.e. No Parking | | 

and/or No Stopping signs, and other unsigned parking | . 
Such as: | 


No parking within 1 metre of a private entrance or 
driveway; no parking within 3 metres of a fire hydrant ; 
thin 2 metres of the end of the curb radivs 


- —— -  —- cp cen 6+ 6 ee ee 
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Only permit holders are permitted to park within the area 
designated for permit parking during the times indicated. 
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— February 16, 1984 


Item 3 Continued 





(5) That the owners or tenants of numbers 1335, 1395 and 1455 
Williamsport Drive be advised of the proposed implementation of 
a permit parking system for their area commencing on June l, 
1984, in accordance with the terms and conditions approved by 


(6) That a follow-up report be prepared by the Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works after the completion of twelve months of 
operation commenting on the effectiveness of the experimental 
permit parking system on Williamsport Drive and whether permit 

parking throughout the City should be expanded, maintained or 
removed. 


(7) That the Commissioner of Building be requested to comment on ' 
staffing requirements for enforcement of the experimental 


permit parking system together with the expansion of the . 
exemptions to the 3-hour parking limit if approved. 


(8) That funds in the amount of $6,000.00 for the supply and ! 
installation of the s and posts for the long term ) 
parking (one side, both sides, alternate sides) as well as the po 
permit parking be provided for in the 1984 Current Budget. 


(9) That a by-law be enacted to further amend Traffic By-law 
No. 444-79, to implement long term on-street parking in 
specific areas of the City of Mississauga. 


F .06.04.02 
C.03.03 
RECOMMEND RECEIPT 





Report dated February 14, 1984, from the Commissioner of Engineering 
and Works, on the use of calcium chloride in winter maintenance 
activities. This report was requested by Councillor Culham as a 
result of a letter dated January 27, 1984, received from Allied 
er Ea on their CTS Concept which involves pre-treating sanding 
ma 


In his report, the Commissioner advises that the City experimented 
with the use of liquid calcium chloride for winter maintenance in 
1978 and the reports on his department's evaluation made at that time. 


The Commissioner of Engineering and Works recommends: 


That the City of Mississauga not utilize Calcium Chloride in 
their winter maintenance programme at this time. 
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-~6- February 16, 1984 


Report dated February 14, 1984, from the Commissioner of Engineer ing 


-~ Works, on reconstruction of streets under the Local Improvement 


On September 12, 1983, as a result of receiving a petition from 
residents of Pathfinder Drive requesting the reconstruction of their 
street to curb and gutter standards and the undergrounding of the 
electric power lines, Council requested the Public Works Committee to 
consider a pol regarding reconstruction 

improvement program. 


ty undertaking works under 
the Local Improvement Act and instituted a planned programme for 


The Commissioner concludes his report by recommending: 


THAT the report submitted by william P. Taylor, Comissioner of 
Engineering and works Gated Februery 14, 1984 regarding 
reconstruction of streets under the Local Improvement Act be 
received and forwarded to the representative of the 


tioners, Mr. George Govan, 233 Pathfinder Drive, for his 
further discussion. 





Report from the Commissionr of Engineering and Works on traffic 
safety in the Oakridge Community will be circulated at the meeting. 


F.06.03.01 


Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works Committee 
as of February 16, 1984. 


A.03.04.06 
RECEIPT 
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| Mr. Davic Culham | 
. | waro 6 Councillor ; 

| | Mississauga City © 
: | a 1 City Centre Drive | 
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Mississauga, Untario 
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Dear Mr. Culham: 


As ciscusseo in our conversation of Novemoer 6, 1983, we have 


recently bought @ nome in a new Gevelopment in central 


Mississauge to be ouilt by Fielogate Homes. Tne lot we have 
purcnasec is lot # 14, Huron Park Place in the Kosemary Gardens 


Developement. 


oo — ee we 


anc the Leveloper have geciced not to build sidewalks on this 
even though we 
it” 





cul-de-sac of twenty four (24) houses, 
De 


understa t the 
t. we have spoken to the builoers' 


representa —Mr. Tony Wwieoer, Mr. 
City Engineering Department ang your 
in this matter. 
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; ae | we were very upset to discover that Mississauga City Council nd! . 
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Pete Griffiths from the 
self regaraing our concerns 
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: we feel this oecision is inappropri 

Ae > ae homes where conserving land does no 

| Sees 1 | an allowance has alreadoy oeen left on either sice of the street 

i 4 " gee for sidewalks. There are no other streets in the area without 
| sicgewalks ano we view this as a dangerous, petty cost-cutting 


ee = precedent. 
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Mr. OD. Culham 


We are very concerned for the safety of our chiloren. we have 
two chilaren under six years of age with a third gue in April, 
1984. Assuming that most of the twenty four, four-bedroom 
homes that are being built in this development have at least 
two children, that makes approximately forty-eight children who 
will have to walk on the street to get to schools, friends, 
etc. The street is much too narrow to safely provide space for 
vehicular traffic, on-street parking and pedestrian traffic of 
forty-eight children plus adults. 


We request that Mississauga City Council and Fieldgate Homes 
review the oecision not to build sidewalks in this 
development. We feel very strongly that it is the 
responsibility of the City to ensure that in the interest of 
the safety of the residents and in particular, the chilgren on 
this street, that the necessary sidewalks are constructed as 
part of this development. 


You will note that a copy of this letter is also being sent to 
Fieldgate Homes (the builder) as well as the City Council. 


We look forward to hearing from you regaroing this matter. 


Yours truly, 


oh and Dorothy Davies 


c.c. Fieldgate Homes 
Mississauga City Council 
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Mrs. D. Davies 
590 Chantenay Drive 
Mississauga, Ontario 
L5A 1G2 


Dear Mrs. Davies: 


Thank you for your letter of November 17th indicating your displeasure that 

sidewalks were not provided on your cul-de-sac. I was mistaken to think that 

the developer was required to place a deposit for a sidewalk in the future. | 
Originally sidewalks were required on all cul-de-sacs. However, because of 

citizen discontent with this, deposits were taken and sidewalks removed from 

plans as people moved in and voted accordingly. Subsequently, it was the 

policy that sidewalks would then be provided on one side only. 


In my absence on Council in 1977-80 the policy was changed, (1977) that 
sidewalks would be provided on cul-de-sacs only where there was a connecting 
link sidewalk with a walkway to another street or park. On my return to 
Council, all of the issues that I had dealt with are on older subdivisions in 
which Financial Agreements were registered prior to that particular date. I 


will, however, send your letter onto Public Works Committee for discussion. 
Yours truly, 


. 


David J. Culham 
Councillor Ward 6 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE, MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO L58 1M2 
TELEPHONE (416) 279-7600 , 
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City of Mississauga = File: 11 141 00039 


13 111 00003 
MEMORANDUM ll 161 90011 
RECEI sng ) W. P. TAYLOR 










ENGINEERING AND WORKS 
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On-street Parking in Residential Zones 
Engineering and Works Department 


Council on October 11, 1983 adopted the following 
recommendations: 


That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works prepare 
a report for the consideration of the Public Works 
Committee with respect to the following: 


(i) institution of a system of alternate side 
parking on certain roadways where a need for 
long term on-street parking is identified; 


(ii) development of an experimental program for 
permit parking in specific areas taking into 
consideration costs, revenues, legal rights, 
etc.; 


(iii) maps indicating the roadways designated for the 
programs set out in parts (i) and (ii); 


(iv) additional staff which would be required for 
the implementation of the programs set out in 
parts (a) and (b); 


That the Planning Department review current parking 
standards with respect to residential and commercial 
development and report back to the Public works 
Committee by December 31, 1983, with recommendations 
to alleviate the problems outlined in the report dated 
May 18, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works." 
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“COMMENTS: (Continued) 
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: 
In response to Council's request, we are submitting a 
this report outlining proposals for the institution of | | 
a system of alternate side long term parking and one | 
or two side long term parking in selected areas where | | 
needs for this type of exemption have been determined; Ss ) 
and one area to implement an experimental program of . 
on-street permit parking. 


(i) On-Street Parking 


) The Engineering Department is including in this | | 
: report previous requests made for the exemption | | | 


— = | +e 


— 20 
<— 


of the three-hour parking limit as follows: 


(a) Single Family Residential 


1. Memo from Councillor Skjarum dated November ” : 
1, 1982 to Mr. Keith Cowan, Building 
Department, regarding Franconia Drive. | 


: 

| | ) 

| Franconia Drive - homes which are situated on | | 

this 28' residential street have 50-60’ lots, . 

| with garages and driveways Capable of storing 

| 2-3 and sometimes 4 vehicles. If additional 
| | parking on-site is required it can be 

: | 
' 


i eee 
OR ee eee me ee 


developed in most instances by widening the 
driveways on private property. The 
Engineering Department cannot support 
creating long term on-street parking in 
residential areas where there are single, 
) semi-detached or link Gwellings where there 
ay |’ usually exists at least 2 and in some 
a San instances more than 2 on-site spaces 
| | available and where room is available for 
1 es 4 : additional vehicles by widening Griveways on 
| i 7 | private property as is the situation on this 
s 


| . treet. 


2. Memorandum from Councillor Culham dated 
January 19, 1984, to wW. P. Taylor, . | 
Commissioner of Engineering, regarding a 1 
request from Mrs. S. Collis of 2374 Woking . | 
Crescent requesting relief from the 
three-hour parking limit. 
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) i 
The Engineering Department has reviewed this | 
request and cannot recommend creating | 
long-term parking on Woking Crescent. It is | | 
our opinion that it is feasible to widen the ie ° 
Griveway sufficiently to permit the parking . ) | 
of an additional vehicle in the Griveway. | 
This would require widening on both sides of 
the driveway and the relocation of a small 
driveway light. 
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(Continued) 





(b) Multiple Family Residential Areas 


These areas have been selected from our files 
where 200% or less on-site parking is available 
or where a specific report request has been 
received. The Engineering Department feels it 
would be appropriate at this time to consider for 
the implementation program, only those areas 
which have less than 200% on-site parking 
available or where specific requests have been 
received indicating problems exist despite the 
fact that over 200% on-site parking exists. 


We are suggesting that developments having in 
excess of 200% parking and where no requests have 
been received be considered at a later date after 
the effectiveness of the program has been | 
assessed and if requested at that time. We have 
no objection to an on-going addition of 
developments to the program where less than 200% 
on-site parking is available as these areas are 

. brought to our attention subject to the 
implementation being feasible for that particular 
area, and on the assumption that these areas do 
not have reasonable potential for development of 
additional off-street parking facilities. 


Maps of each location that will be discussed below are 
attached for reference of the areas to be exempted 
from the 3-hour parking limit. 


1. Letter October 25, 1982, to By-Law Enforcement 
from Peel Non-Profit Housing Corporation re 2250 
South Millway, Senior Citizens Home. 


The areas being recommended for long term on 
street parking are as follows: 


South Millway from 15 metres north of Collegeway 
to 15 metres south of the east/west leg of South 
Millway r 


South Millway from 15 metres west of the 
north/sou eg of South Millway to 116 metres 
east of the west limit of South Millway. 


This long term on-street parking is being 
provided on one side of South Millway to respond 
to a request for this exemption from the Peel 
Non-Profit Housing Corp. in their letter of 
October 25, 1982. They suggest on-site parking 
does not exist to accommodate visitors who stay 
overnight at the senior Citizens' home. 


ee. See 





—_—o— 


ne wn em Ae 


= wees 


: 
: 
; 


FF ee En 2 mes temme Get ow 











-0- 3-5 


The north-south section of Souti) Millway | . 
immediately north of The Collegeway is 4 lanes ; 
wide and can accommodate long term parking on the 
west side across the frontage of the senior | . 
citizens home. The east-west section of South . 
Millway is 32' wide and can accommodate parking 

on the south side adjacent to the development. 

Since only the senior citizens' home is being | 
served by long term parking and there is no i 4 
development on the opposite side of the road, ae | 
single sided parking is being recommended. . 


2. Report Request 28-83 petition from residents on | : : j / 
Townwood Court. 





| ; The area being recommended for long term on i 
; 3 street parking is as follows: : 


Foe cee ee ee 


Townwood Court n from 15 metres east of Windwood 
Drive to 15 metres north of the south limit of ioe ) 
Townwood Court. 


| These townhouses have 200% on-site parking (1 ia ) 
| space garage and 1 in driveway), however, on-site es 
evaluation indicated an on-street parking problem 
and it is an ideal location to develop alternate ) 


side parking. 
| 3. 6680 Shelter Bay Road - letters from Audrey | . 


St er oe ee eee 
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ee Partridge, Board of Directors of The Meadows 
P| - ft | om Co-operative Homes Inc., Sept. 16/81, Jan. 8/82. 


6680 Shelter Bay Road | | 


Glen Erin Drive - west side from 15m south of 

Shelter Bay Road to a point 77m southerly 

thereof. South side of Shelter Bay Road from 85m ) 
west of Glen Erin Drive to a point 30m westerly 
thereof. 


ee, ee Ghee ome 


; 
. 
§ 


A request is on record from the Meadows | 
Co-Operative Homes Inc. for long term on-street | 
parking for the following reasons noted ina ~ 
letter from Audrey Partridge, September 16, 1981: . 


- there are more than 2 vehicles per | . 
household, ia “ 


~ it is necessary to use the garage for | | 
storage, 


—_ 


- commercial vehicles- are brought home. i= 
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| | 
Although more than 200% of*-~street parking | | 
exists on this site, for the reasons stated ) 
: above there appears to be a need for | 
additional off-site parking. On-street long eS ) 
| term parking Can be accommodated on the | . 
south side of Shelter Bay Road across the | 
frontage of Meadows Co-Op Homes, however, 
. due to the need to post a 50' corner 
restriction and the existing bus stop, only 
| | approximately 5 vehicles can be | 
accommodated. Additional parking can be | 
; provided on the west side of Glen Erin Drive ; : 
across this site's frontage. Rush hour j 
traffic volumes are not such at this time 
that southbound vehicles on Glen Erin Drive 
) would be severely impeded. At present, the fj 
. west side of Glen Erin Drive between = , 
Orive and Derry Road, and the east fH | 
| side of Glen Erin Drive between Shelter Bay Hf 
) Road and Gananoque Drive is used for long . 
| : term parking for two of the existing sites 
) . where the three-hour limit has been exempted 
| and no problems have occurred in these i; 4 ad 
) areas. It should be noted however, in the | ae a 
| event that traffic volumes increase to the | 
4 .* | point where rush hour traffic is interfered 
| with, a rush hour prohibition will have to 
| , be implemented Mon. to Fri. similar to the 
'? : Proposal for Goreway Drive, discussea 
| | previously in this report. 


4. Memo to the Engineering Department from 
- | oe Councillor McKechnie, May 20/83 re Peel 
= Condominium 3, 7440 Goreway Drive. 
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7440 Goreway Drive, Peel Condominium No. 3 


about allowing long term on-street parking 
ae 3 on major multi lane roadways mainly for the 
es reason of obstruction to traffic especially 
; during rush hours. Major roads have been 
constructed with multi lanes to handle the | 
increased traffie¢ volumes in an expeditious | *: 
manner and encumbering 1 lane would create | ; 
increased accident potential, serious delays 
and hazards more so Guring peak conditions. 
In some instances there is a possibility of 
allowing long term on-street parking due to 


> aie | The Engineering Department has reservations | 
a 7) Wi rs ; 4 ; 
' 
| 


| 
' | | : 
' Risk. 
ea | night time traffic volumes being | é 
| 2 : ' 
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Jaquar Valley Drive. 


Drive initiated by Councillor 


to 15 metres south of John 
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The areas being recommended for long term on 

Jaquar Valley Orive within the limits shown. 
eee 7 “ee 


street parking are as follows 
Alternate side parking can be provided on 


: #235-82 parking problems on 
Jaquar Valley 
Jaquar Valley Drive from 15 metres north of 


significantly reduced anc in this 
on Goreway Drive this 


: 
: 


Alternate side 
this section of 


L. Taylor 
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6. Request #182-83 parking problems on John Street 
North (Port Credit) initiated by a contact by Mr. ) 
Veri to the Clerks Department anc a subsequent 
memo from the Clerks Department to the '; oe 
Engineering Department. ) | 


The areas recommended for long term on street 
parking are as follows: . 





John Street North from 40 metres north of — > 


- COMMENTS: (Continued) 
| Lakeshore Road West to 60 metres northerly | . 
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We are not proposing alternate side parking on / ij 
since the road is 4 lanes wide . 
driving lanes and 2 curbside . . 
parking lanes. Also there are an unequal number | 
of spaces in the opposing sides and this does not ) ' 
tablishment of alternate | | 
maximize on-street parking we | 
be exempted from the 3-hour 

on the plan. 


Be 
Ps 


3 The following areas have been identified from the 
. list of approximately 50 locations prepared by 
et | sa the Parking Control Section and reviewed by the 
* | Engineering Department. 
=! i . : 
| See : , Pe a) Inverhouse Drive/Lushes Avenue 
a aa | | - ‘The recommended areas for long term on street eee 
~ | parking are as follows: 
re &, | Inverhouse Drive from 65 metres south of 
ra Say a . Lakeshore Road to 85 metres nortn of Bonnymede 
| eee ; 
ae Lushes Avenue from 15 metres west of Inverhouse 
== Drive to 7 metres east of the west limit of | 
| | ot | 
| 
a | 9 | 
| 
| 
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Alternate side Parking is proposed with one side | 
permitting parking between /O.M. and 7a.m. while 
the other side is prohibitec between these same 
hours so that two way traffic can be maintained. 
The reverse sityation wil) take place during the , 
hours of 7a.m. and 7p.m. thus creating the } 
alternate side long term on-street Parking. This | 
alternate side parking will be effective 7 Gays a 
week. 


——— 


| The attached plan and legend indicates the times 
| and sides parking will be permitted and 


i 


“are 


b) Winding Trail from 90 metres west of Dixie Road 
to Silver Spear Road (south side only). ~ . 


This area of Winding Trail is a Candidate for 
one-sided parking Only due to the park on the 
north side. We propose an exemption to the 

_ 3-hour limit in the area indicated on the plan. 
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Parked vehicles for Safety purposes. This rules 
: out establishing this area as alternate side 
. parking. 


; C) Mississauga valley Boulevard from 60 metres north 
of Elm Drive to 30 metres west of Cooksville 
) Creek (east & south Sides) 


3 ) alternate side Parking is required. Many 
| Sey ) . on-street spaces can be provided in the 
es ) illustrated area on one Side which should meet 
De Sa | the demand for long term parking. 
ae a ae ie 


Furthermore, the width of the road being 4 lanes 
and the fact that only developments on the south 


being accommodated for long term on-street 
Parking suggests that al 





ternate side parking ima 
3 would not be appropriate in this area. i 
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d) Westminster Place from 25 metres north of 
Rathburn Road East to 15 metres northerly 
thereof, then from a Point 70 metres north 
of Rathburn Road East to @ point 45 metres ; 


— 
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A similar problem exists at the Senior : 
Citizens' Home on Westminster Place for 
accommodation of long term on-street | 
Parking. The road width is sufficient to ) : 
allow long term on-street parking across the | 
frontage of Westminster Place and one-sided . 
long term on-street parking is bei 
| 


ee ee 
ee a OR 
. 


ng 
recommended. The Engineering Department has 
| , no objection to the provision of long term . 
| Bi hey | 7 parking on Westminster Place as illustrated | 
| | : on the attached plans. 
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) e) Oarcel Avenue from 15 metres north of Etude 
B4 | Orive to 120 metres south of Delaport Orive 


4 a Alternate side parking is not practical in 
. | this area since the east side of Darcel 
. Avenue has single family Gwellings on the . 
| . east side therefore one sided long term : 
| | Parking is proposed. | 
: a 


: See | The width of the road is the standarc local . ) 
| street width of 28' and can accommodate 
|. | parking on only one side so as to allow two 


driving lanes. 
| (li) Permit - It is suggested that the area 

Parking experiment be Williamsport 

Drive on the north side of south leg from a point 

117 metres west of Havenwood Drive to a point 274 


metres west of Havenwood Orive on the south side 
of north leg. 
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The area is adjacent to numbers 1335, 1395 and | "1 
1455 Williamsport Drive which exhibited the 
Provision of lowest on-site parking (118%). | 
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The area is outlined in the attached sketch. As 
noted in the sketch, the inside of the curve is 
being proposed for the exemption of the 3-hour 
parking limit by permit since it abuts the 3 
addresses on Williamsport where the on-site 
parking problem exists. While it has not 
generally been the practice to allow Parking on 
the inside of curve for sight line purposes, the 
Engineering Department feels in this instance 
there is only 1 Griveway affected by the curve 
and prohibiting parking in the vicinity of the 
Griveway will improve Sight lines for exiting 
motorists. We also propose to prohibit parking 
at anytime around the outside of the curve so 
that two way unobstructed traffic can be 
maintained and to paint an offset centre line to 
guide motorists around the curve. ' 


"No Parking’ signs exist on the north side of the 
south leg of Williamsport and the north side of 
the north leg of Williamsport. The Signing will 


have to be adjusted to prohibit parking on the 


outside of the curve and allow long term parking 
on the inside of the curve. 


The portion of Williamsport Drive adjacent to No. 
1335, 1395 and 1455 can accommodate 49 spaces. 

It is recommended that an area to accommodate 30 
permit parking spaces be established initially 
with the remaining area having a 3-nour limit. 
This number of spaces may have to be expanded if 
the demand requires. To prevent haphazard 
parking and to ensure that all spaces will be 


uitilized, we recommend the painting of the 
stalls. 


In instituting a permit parking system we fee] 
that the rules of the game should be clearly 


established and suggestions in this regard are 
listed below: | 


(a) Permits will be issued only for the number 
of spaces available on the roadway within 
the limits of the exempted area on a 
first-come, first-served basis. 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) | 


When all space in an area, or on a street, 

has been allocated, waiting lists by 

priority of date will be maintained ana 

permits will be issued in date order as | 
space becomes available due to cancellations. | 


b) A permit shall be issued to any owner or | 
tenant of the premises who actually resides 
in said permises, provided in the opinion of | 
the Commissioner, there is no parking space | 
on the land where the owner or tenant | 
resides and provided that where there is , 
parking space on the land where owner or i ; 
tenant resides, such parking space is not 
available to said owner or tenant and ) 
provided no more than one parking space 
shall be assigned to any owner or tenant. 
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Cc) Where there are parking spaces remaining 
after satisfying the provision of subsection | 
(b) additional parking spaces shall be | 
assigned to any owner or tenant who actually 
resides in said premises and there is no 
parking space located on the land where the ; 
owner or tenant resides. 
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d) Permits will be issued only for passenger 
vehicles and vans or light trucks which are 
the sole vehicle for family transportation 
and for the licence plate of the vehicle to 
the owner (no permits will be issued to 
vehicles used for commercial or recreation 
purposes). Any vehicle for which a permit , 
is issued must not exceed 17' (5.2m) in | 
length. 


€) Permits will be issued semi-annually and 
will become due for renewal on January 1, 
and July l. 
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The Engineering Department will mail all ; 

permit holders a renewal application card to | 

the address on the current file. This 
application card, ‘correctly completed should | *, 
be returned by mail with pre-payment before 

the next permit parking period begins. 

Failure to renew a permit promptly may 

result in an existing permit holder being ’ 
displaced by a new applicant from the : aS 
waiting list. : 


f) Permit fee will be $10 per month payable in 
a lump sum for the forthcoming é-sonth 
period or portion thereof dependent upon the 
time of application. 
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Permit fee shall be non-refundable unless 
Cancelled by the Corporation. 


Permits are not transferable from one 
vehicle to ‘another and are valid only for 
the vehicle and licence for which it was 
issued. A new permit must be applied for if 











Permits must be affixed to the lower left 
hand driver's side of the permitted 
vehicle's windshield. Permits are effective 
as soon as appropriate signs are erected on 
those streets authorized by Council. 


When a permit is issued on a street name 

basis, subject to existing traffic 
guiations, permit holders may park only on 
, ized and signed sections of that 
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existing parking and/or stopping regulations 
i.e. No Parking and/or No Stopping signs, 

and other unsigned parking regulations such 
as: 


Yo parking within 1 metre of a private 
6 opp cypen lhe fpmegpel Aetabeat 

es of a fi ; no w n 
2 metres of the end of the curb cathe at an 
intersection. 


oer. 
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Only permit holders are permitted to park 
within the area designated for permit 
parking during the times indicated. 
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A permit may be revoked by the Corporation 
without refund after 14.days Notice to the 
permit holder should any vehicle be in 
disrepair and leaking oil or other fluids 
such that deterioration of the road surface 
may be caused. 
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. “COMMENTS: (continued) 
| 
| 
| 
| 





Implementation | 
(i) On-Street Parki | 


With respect to the system of alternate, 
single and double side long term on-street 
parking, these can be instituted in short 
order subject to approval of the necessary 
by-law amendments and provision of signing. 
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In conjunction with the new locations being 
submitted for approval of long term 
on-street parking, the Engineering 
Department recommends that all existing 
areas where the three hour maximum limit has 
been exempted be incorporated into the new 
system of exemptions with appropriate 
signing so that consistency can be 
maintained on a City-wide basis. Each of 
the existing locations which have been 
exempted from the maximum 3 hour limit are 
one-sided at present and it is proposed to 
maintain the current set-up for each 
location and sign them similar to the other 
locations being proposed for one-sided long 
term on-street parking. The implementation 
by-law will contain the necessary amendments 
to effect this change. 
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ah, ee (ii) Permit Parking 
*; sf et | The finalizing and setting up of a permit 

alae ; parking system will take a period of time ’ 
e8 | ) subsequent to the approval and adoption of | 
| . | this report by Council. 
: 


| 
; 
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| It suggested that the residents and tenants 
armen re pet x of the properties affected be advised of the 
Teton! te, cea al proposed permit parking system and that the 
ieee A> permit parking system will be implemented as 
Lg Se! of June 1, 1984. | 
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Special forms will have to be made up, and 
attempts will be made to computerize the 
system similar to the system used by the 
City of Toronto. Since this is an 
experimental system and no one knows at this 
time whether it will be maintained, extended 
or discontinued, it may be advisable to 
proceed with a manual system if 
administration costs will be less with a 
manual operation. 
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: COMMENTS: (Continued) 
; The necessary by-law to implement the | 
permit parking system as well as to provide . 
a new fine for unauthorized parking in the 
permit parking zone will also have to be 
prepared if the permit parking system is | 
subsequently approved. | 


(iii) Staffi 


We have also been asked to comment on . 

staffing requirements for implementation of ) : i 
a system of alternate side, single and 

double sided long term on-street parking 

and permit parking. At the present time 

existing staff will handle the 
implementation of the parking systems and > | 
if a permit parking system will be expanded | 

in the future we foresee that at least one = . 
additional staff member will be required to ) ) 
administer the program. We do not see at | 
this time that 100% of that person's duties | 
would be required for permit parking. The if ed 
balance of time will be dedicated to other ) 

traffic engineering duties for which there 
is a present need. 


| | With respect to possible additional staff 
. ) required by parking control, the Commissioner of 
aes | ae Building should review and comment on that 

ee subject. The appropriate by-laws to implement 


; | : | 
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: 

) alternate and single/double sided long term 
) on-street parking as well as permit parking are 

ee . attached for approval subject to the adoption of 

wis | this report. 7 | 

a 7 It is essential that the parking be controlled by 


by-law enforcement in order to assure that the 
proposed program is effective. 
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| | .” COMMENTS: (Continued) Finally, it should be pointed out that snow 
. Plowing operations in either areas of permit 
. . parking or long term on-street parking will be a ; 
| problem with the plowing in of parked cars. The / 
City cannot get involved in assisting the owners | 
| to get cars dug out after major plowing | ) 
bY operations.. | 
en 
) RECOMMENDATIONS: 1. That long term on-street parking be a 
| permitted on the following streets: : . 
(a) South Millway - single side long term a : i . 
parking 
| | (b) Townwood Court - alternate side long 
| term parking 
| ; (c) Shelter Bay Road/Glen Erin Drive - He | 
) | single side long term parking - | | oi) 
| | (d) ~-Goreway Drive - single side long term 
| parking | | 
| . (e) Jaquar Valley Drive - alternate side | 
| long term parking | | 
| | (f) John Street - one side long term parking is | 
| { | (g) Kirwin Avenue - east and north sides | +3 
+ oe \ (h) John Street North - double sided long . 
| term parking | 
| (i) Inverhouse Drive and Lushes Drive - gS 
alternate sice long term parking ) 
| (j) Winding Trail - single side long term 
| parking | : | 
ae & (k) Mississauga Valley Boulevard - single | ) 
| he ad om | te side long term parking 
| a | al (1) Westminster Place - single side long 
| Sow | term parking | 
et ; (m) ODarcel Avenue - single side long term ; ) 
F : Ny . | parking ' ; 
oe eee © | 2. That long term on-street parking not be 


See ) implemented on Franconia Drive. 


3. That long term on-street parking not be ) 
implemented on Woking Crescent. | 


4. That an experimental program of permit 
parking be developed on Williamsport Drive | i 
east and north side from a point 117m (384 | 
feet) west of Havenwood Drive (south leg) to | | a 
a point 30 metres (100 feet) south of | eet | 
Gulleden Drive in accordance with the | | Sieseers 
following criteria: | | :* 
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Permits wil! be issued only for the number of 
spaces available on the roadway within the 
limits of the exempted aree on a first-come, 
first-served basis. 


When all space in an area, or on a street, 
has been allocated, waiting lists by priority 
of date will be maintained and permits will 
be issued in date order as space becomes 
available due to cancellations. 


A permit shall be issued to any owner or 
tenant of the premises who actually resides 
in said permises, provided in the opinion of 
the Commissioner, there is no parking space 
on the land where the owner or tenant resides 
and provided that where there is parking , 
space on the ‘land where owner or tenant 
resides, such parking space is not available 
to said owner or tenant and provided no more 
than one parking space shall be assigned to 
any owner or tenant. 


Where there are parking spaces remaining 
after satisfying the provision of subsection 
(b) additional parking spaces shall be 
assigned to any owner or tenant who actually 
resides in said premises and there is no 
parking space located on the land where the 
owner or tenant resides. 


Permits will be issued only for passenger 
vehicles and vans or light trucks which are 
the sole vehicle for family transportation 
and for the licence plate of the vehicle to 
the owner (no permits will be issued to - 
vehicles used for commercial or recreation 
purposes). Any vehicle for which a permit is 
issued must not exceed 17' (5.2m) in length. 


Permits will be issued semi-annually and will 
become due for renewal on January 1, and July 
l. 


Permit fee will be $10 per month payable ina 
lump sum for the forthcoming 6-month period 
or portion thereof dependent upon the time of 
application. 
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) Permit fee shall be non-refundable unless 
cancelled by the Corporation. 


ad 


h) Permits are not transferable from one vehicle | 
to another and are valid only for the vehicle 
and licence for which it was issued. A new 
permit must be ‘applied for if a new vehicle 
is obtained. 





i) Permits must be affixed to the lower left 
hand driver's side of the permitted vehicle's 
windshield. Permits are effective as soon as 
appropriate signs are erected on those | 
streets authorized by Council. : i 


J 
4 
. 


| 
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Jj) When a permit is issued on a street name 
basis, subject to existing traffic 
regulations, permit holders may park only on 
authorized and signed sections of that 
particular street. 


k) Those who have been issued permits must obey 
existing parking and/or stopping regulations 
i.e. No Parking and/or No Stopping signs, and 
other unsigned parking regulations such as: 


| ; ‘ No parking within 1 metre of a private 
: = | entrance or driveway; no Parking within 3 | 
metres of a fire hydrant; no Parking within 2 
| ee | metres of the end of the curb radius at an ) 


| | . 1) Only permit holders are permitted to park . 
"at | within the area designated for permit parking | 


: ee ees m) A permit may be revoked by the Corporation 
baa le Je without refund after 14 Gays Notice to the 
| permit holder should any vehicle be in 
and leaking oil or other fluids 
such that deterioration of the road surface 
may be caused. 
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5. That the owners or tenants of numbers 1335, ) 
{ 
: 





1395 and 1455 Williamsport Drive be advised 
of the proposed implementation of a permit 
parking system for their area commencing on 
June 1, 1984, in accordance with the terms 
and conditions approved by Council. 


6. That a follow-up report be prepared by the | 
Commissioner of Engineering and works after ) 
the completion of twelve months of operation 
commenting on the effectiveness of the 


experimental permit parking system on 
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Williamsport Drive and whether permit parking 
throughout the City should be expanded, ) 
maintained or removed. ; 


7. That the Commissioner of Building be ; 
requested to comment on staffing requirements | 
for enforcement of the experimental permit 
parking system together with the expansion of ! 
the exemptions to the 3-hour parking limit if ) 
approved. 


8. That funds in the amount of $6,000.00 for the . 
supply and installation of the necessary 
signs and posts for the long term parking 
(one side, both sides, alternate sides) as 


well as the permit parking be provided for in 
the 1984 Current Budget. 


«2 =) - 


9. That the attached draft by-law to implement | 
long term on-street parking amending by-law ; , 
444-79, as amended be approved, . | 









W. P. Taylor, P. 
Commissioner 
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CLERK'S DEPARTMENT eDruary 14, 1984 


Use of Calcium Chloride in Winter Maintenance Activities. 


Councillor Culham, Chairman of Public Works Committee. 


Councillor Culham has 
Calcium Chloride and i 
activities. 


requested that we comment on the use of 
ts effectiveness for winter maintenance 


Back in 1978 we experimented with the use of liquid Calcium 
Chloride for winter maintenance. The material we tried was the 


liquid Calcium Chloride and we attempted to evaluate it on the 
basis of the following three criteria: 


1. The speed of the melting action in ord 


er to achieve bare 
Pavement on arterial roadways. 


2. Does the use of Calcium Chloride Significantly reduce the 
use of Sodium Chloride? 


3. What effect does it have on overall costs? 


A tank was erected ‘in the Works Department with @ pump and spray 
unit at Mavis Road and the Sodium Chloride was sprayed for the 
winter season of 1978/79. Following that winter season it was 
felt that the tests were not conclusive one way or the other in 
trying to arrive at whether to discontinue entire 
it and further tests were undertaken in the 1979/80 and 1980/81 
winter seasons. The consensus of opinion was as follows: 


1. There was no significant increase in the speed at which bare 
Pavement was achieved by the use of Calcium Chloride. 


condition on the pavement far longer than what was being 
experienced by the use of Sodium Chloride alone. 


3. It should be pointed out, however, that the use of Calcium 


Chloride is much more effective when Sodium Chloride is being 
However, due to the fact 


4-s 


- William P. Taylor, Commissioner 
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Chairman and Members of the 
Public Works Committee 


February 14, 1984 
Page 2 


Subject: Use of Calcium Chloride in 
Winter Maintenance Activities 


COMMENTS - cont'd. 


RECOMMENDATION : 


AEM: dw 


4. 


In fairness it should also be pointed out that 
apply to a City operation which has a lower level of service and low 


It was also our opinion that Calcium Chloride was much more 
corrosive than Sodium Chloride as far as the trucks and wiring 
are concerned, however, we have really no statistics to back 
this up and the Calcium Chloride supplier would certainly not 
concur with the statement. 


There is no question that Calcium Chloride assists the Sodium 
Chloride in speeding up the chemical action causing heat and 
causing melting, however, the problem is that of determining 


whether or not the additional money is worth it and as previously 


stated we are very doubtful in this type of climate (fairly 
moderate winters) as to the viability and economic feasibility 
of the use of Calcium Chloride. 


For your information, out of a survey of 18 Towns and Cities 
six are still regularly using the product, 12 have used it and 
are no longer using it. We also understand that the Ministry 
of Transportation and Communications has conducted a testing 
project with the use of flake Calcium being mixed with sand 


during the 1982/83 winter season and results of that experiment 
did not justify the adoption of Calcium treated sand for Ministry 
use. The process required more elaborate preparations involving 


additional costs for storage and mixing. 


speed traffic and almost constant weather conditions. 


That the City of Mississauga not utilize Calcium Chloride in their 


winter maintenance programme at this time. 





c.c. Mr, E. M. Halliday 
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Allied Canada Inc. 
Chemical seolaaga, Shed ) ’ 
Mississauga, Ontario L5& 3A3 ; ; 





(416) 276-9211 


* 


January 27, 1984 ys _ 
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City of Mississauga : f. +. ) 
1 City Centre Drive P. ‘WY. DATE Fes 1G .CUTYy i 
Mississauga, Ontario y a 2 
; AN Dr, 
Attention: Councillor Culham j “« W364 j iF | i: 


Mr. Culham: 


: 
: } 
: 
| 
‘ : 
: : : 
: f 
: 


In response to your request for information on 
the "CTS Concept", I have compiled a series of literature 
and clippings outlining the use and benefits of this system 
(enclosed) . 


I would also like to take this opportunity to 
briefly expand on the background of this maintenance program. 


ae AO ee SN ee ee: 


cTSs 


C - Caltreat (35% liquid Calcium Chloride) 
T - Treated 
S - Sand/Salt mixtures 
Several years ago while trying to develop a more 
cost efficient method of winter maintenance, the Region of 
Quskhap and Town experimented with penser 
Sand/Salt/ de. This system has become the sole 
method of winter Snow and Ice Control in these areas. The 
standard mixture developed is as follows: ) | 
: 


Sand - 70-75% Weight. 

Salt - 25-30% Weight (flucuations are due to 
traffic: local). 

Caltreat 6 gal./ton. 


and stockpiled in domes for use throughout the winter. As 
with the levels of salt the application rates vary with the 


; 

: 

This material is mechanically premixed in the fall, | | 

: 

desired level of service and local weather/traffic conditions. : | 


Cont'd... - ? 








City of Mississauga January 27, 1984 


The areas using the CTS System have determined 
there are various benefits to be had. 


Saves Money 


- reduces cost application 
(salt being more expensive than the blend) 


- prewetting causes the material to adhere 1 4 1 
to road where it will do the most good. 


- frequency of application has been reduced i 
because the material stays on the road. ye} 


- because of lower application rates as 
compared with other sand/salt blends, 
they have been able to expand route lengths. 


Better Material Management 


- The CTS mixture is the only one used, 
therefore, eliminating the decision 
of whether to use straight salt, or a 
blend of sand/salt in various ratios. 


Convenience 


- Calcium Chloride is a more effective . 
freeze proofing agent than salt and ' | 
virtually eliminates all lumping, | | 
frozen sections, in the stock pile. . 


- mo onsite mixing during a storm (sand/salt) 
simply load and go, as the material is 
already premixed: stockpiled. 


' Safety 


- The sand in the CTS blend provides traction 
under all weather conditions and temperatures. 


; 
/ 
| 
it 
These are some benefits which have been brought to ' 
our attention. If you wish to discuss the actual programs 
with the Municipalities involved, you could contact: 
Region of Durham - (416) 668-7721 Hf 
Keith Middleton - Maintenance Engineer i= 
Wayne Andrews - Maintenance Technician | ae 
Town of Ajax - (416) 683-4550 
Harold Carmichael 
Cont'd... 
. | 
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Bulletin @ 


HOW THE CTS CONCEPT * BENEFITS THE PUBLIC 












a 


Those responsible for maintaining the roads which serve your readers have 
used the C.T.S. Concept while preparing their winter requirements of sand. 


This concept which prescribes the pre-wetting of the sand with Caltreat - - 
liquid Calcium Chloride has many benefits to the road maintenance manager. 

However, these benefits are shared by the motorists using the roads, 

especially those who are paying taxes for road maintenance. 


CO 0 = se ree enng EE ea tages + NCOs ee TRE SOUS 4 ote e 


The following summary demonstrates the manner by which pre-wetted sand ! 
improves its performance and the benefits which the motorist and the tax- | 
payer can expect from its use. 
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@ On highway application, pre-wetted sand clings 
better to ice and snow. It reduces bouncing and 
resists wind blow-off substantially. 


BENEFITS: Better tire traction 
afer motorin 
Savings in cost of sand 
® Sand is pre-wetted with Caltreat while still in 
municipal stockpiles during late fall and early 
winter when maintenance schedules are less active. 


Application at the time of unpredictable winter 
storms, therefore, is speeded up. 


BENEFITS: Tax dollar savings in man- 
hours and saesibie overtime 


costs. 
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Faster attention to snow and ice- 


covered roadways in bleak storm 
conditions. 
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@ Because of better adherence to roads 
by pre-wetted sand, records indicated 
coverage of materials is extended by 
as much as 30% 


BENEFITS: Savings on sand 
requirements. 


Savings on cost] 
fuel thru’ reduced | 
vehicle passes. ¢ 
Savings on equipment 
wear and tear. . 
Savings possible on | 
saaheur costs. 
Reduces spring clean 
up costs. 
@ With main thoroughfares covered more 
thoroughly and faster, maintenance 
vehicles become available sooner for 


sanding manoeuvres on secondary roads 
and residential streets. 
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BENEFITS: Faster return to bare 
vement for tax rs. 


Greater access to the 


entire community for 
lice, fire sbaTance 
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emergency vehicles. 


More information may be obtained by contacting the Allied Representative, 
or contacting the Regional Manager - Highway Products at 416-276-9211. 
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— $60 milli 
energy y: 


By Sid Rodaway 

A relatively simple energy co 
Mississaugans $60 million a year ir 
| lion a year in the 1990s was presen 
last night. The plan was prepared | 
| gy.experts and concerned citizens. 
_ “This is a blueprint to make 1 
<elficient in Canada,” said Bruce 
-Mayor’s Task Force on Energy ° 
yman-hour study would have cost 1 


_ | [Durham saves 
<on road salt | 


+~ Durham Region is diluting the salt 
ii.spreads on roads this winter, sav- . 
ring auto bodies, the environment and . 
| smore than $20,000 for the region's _ 
| spublic works department. 
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Corrpsive utant by spr a: 
“Chemically treated mixture of salt — 
7ess than in previous years — and — 
‘sand, said Keith Middleton of the 
-public works riment ~ 
Tie ve Chemical, a solution of calci- - 
“vm Chloride and water, presents the -.§ .,- 
same hazards as salt but Middleton ; 
:said=a small amount of the chemical :. 
; sili have the same effect as a larger * 


ssipountofsalt, . = . > 
tribe liquid is more effective than . 
| saji-when the temperature is be- ” 


-tween zero and 15 degrees F, he said. 

t also “glues the salt and sand down *: 
| So the road,” which will reduce the 
| | , ADSS of salt over road shoulders. . ; 
| By cutting the amount of road salt, 
| | ton said it is logical to assume 
| “there will be less damage to cars and 
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king Its move: The 121-year-old Commercial Ho 
yest, was wheeled yesterday to a new location whe 
261 hospitality to the public. The slow trip, shown al 


Uxbridge Comn 


* ¢ Lynne 
- ~* Jronto Star special. -“. . ing expenses, Tir, 
== old st_and only re hotel from demo! 
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ithe environment Salt causes corro- 
| -siotrof cars, kills roadside vegetation - 
aid pollutes waterways. Pr, 

| : > Durham Region roads will be as 
ssafe as they've been during previous. ~ 
| ‘winters, Middleton said. Public - 
| works has experimented with calci- ° 
| um chloride for several] years, and 

| ‘Midtileton said“we know it works.” ~~ 


‘Brampton tot dies _ : 
ofcrashinjuries =. 


| ‘ A three-vear-old Brampton gir) :~ 
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‘S been more’ than-a century —_ including 1 
en ne tml cial about sy ly 
pearly ed as a lodging ho nemae northeast of Toron’ 


ist See's rs i; ‘ 
ing i 


a 


‘¢, 
yee 


/ 
* 
uD ah 4 


A 
if 
“ ‘ 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| ' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


wz 





eo 
| 
: 
: 
; 
} 
; 
; 


) wom pd sales representative, was on 


Thursday when calcium chloride was 


By HARRY MULHALL 
Staff Reporter 


Hastings County officials this winter will 
we:gh the peepee nee vo a new formula 


* for > and saltin 
othe sand will stay “hrc sal salt is being swit- 


onsale is sodium chloride. Being introduc- 
ed into the sanding mix is calcium 
chloride. 

It will be tried on county roads outside 
Belleville. If the trial period proves claims 
made for the change, it d cut costs of 
winter maintenance for Hastings. 

There will also be that much less 
chioride in the environment, says Herb 
Parkinson, sales resentative for sup- 
plier Allied Chemical Ltd., of Mississauga. 

The benefits, says Parkinson, derive 
frora the fact less calcium chloride is re- 
quired than salt. 

Introduced into the ‘sand 
solution, the calcium ahderes to road 
surface, keeping sand in place so it’s not 

tusted off by wind or traffic. 
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rods County ffeas will weigh the 
“(Photo Photo. Harry Mulhall) 


County tests new formula 
to reduce slippery roads 


It will stay in place unti) the next 
snowstorm, says Parkinson. 

This also cuts down on the volume of 
sand needed for road control. Less 
chicride means less corrosion for vehicles. 

It’s also more effective in melting 
through ice in bitterly cold weather. 
Calcium chloride still works at 
temperatures below zero fahrenheit. Salt 
is effective to 15 degrees fahrenheit, the 
sales representative said. 

Rens alities for’ Some time—among 
of m ms — 
them Frontenac and Ac 
a nl No 


Cost studies done in Frontenac 
estimated sa of 3-30 cent on 
winter road maintenance. 
oes act tie cad mtr 

county’s at 
its Foxboro work yard Thursday and to- 


rank Pinder. county engineer, 
estimated cost of road salt supplies runs 
about $50,000 a year. 
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no avoiding it. 


start thinking about 


fa _ residents face a lesser promise in each of the | , 
. threat of being in- 
~~ -convenienced by winter |. oftesting. 


~ to a new concept of 


~ fortune, especially since 


_ of sand and salt in half, . = entire stock of . conditions 


\.. perimented with a new! “This non been’ oe 
sand and salt toslippery ‘and this is the final 


: trial, perhaps it will be 
with sand and salt. It wea 
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Oshawa motorists may be 
4 sand and salt! mixture e exp 


“The ~~ ealelum 
chloride makes the sand. 
or salt stick to the 
road,"’ says Richard 
Jenkins, a salesman for 
Allied Chemical Canada 
Ltd., the company that's 

moting the concept | 
Each day as winter |hoe 

approaches, there’s an 

“inereasing need to “It makes” had a 
switch on car plea and salt stay ae it's. 
+ Weather warnings ha a 


forced some people 0 oes aianene “00 
maintenance - 


By Joe Konecny 
Staff Writer 


No motorist likes to be 
reminded that winter is 
on its way, but there's 


snow tires. 
> Yet 







oa Says the. "product 


Ajax-area. concept . has - offered: Prowust 


being .in 
Ajax depot's six phases urban itis Ans 





road conditions thanks i 
In the initial ie of 
the contents of in- 
dividual sand pad Salt 

! trucks were yed 
chance Oshawans and 

‘other Durham Region sie Neds Tatchell, 
‘residents will. even- — seats 
tually share the good) 


sathd tort vl ocad treake 
" says Brian 
the - depot - 
t < 
Now operators “won't 
_ Each year, the scale “have to decide whether. 
of tests was _ to use either sand or salt 
and this year the Ajax | when’ certain road’ | 
exist, i 
being | because the ~ road . 
- calcium aren material 
pre-mixed, he says, # ri 
pare ur Jenkins says , 


~ the concept cuts the use | 


For the past six years, } 5€nd and ee 
the Ajax depot of the | treated 
) regional public works MO deride i ‘ 


department has ex- 





“concept of applying *king-sized experiment 


says — "Mr, 
Middleton. . 3 


“After a Slater's 


ao SS ad. 


roads. _ phase,”’. 


The concept involves ® 
mixing calcium chloride — 
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City of Mississauga 


13 211 00017 





Traffic Safety Concerns - Oakridge Community 


public Works Committee, December 20, 196% 
Report Request Number 15-64 


Recreation and Parks which 

in Oakridge Community". These "Safety Hazards" were 
by the residents of the Oakridge Community in 
petition dated November 1, 1983 (copy attached - 

Appendix II) and by Councillor Culham in a 

dated October 21, 1985 (copy attached Appendix III). 


The recommendations of the Public Works Committee 
which were adopted by Council at its meeting of 
9, 1984, are attached to this report for the 


January 
Committee's reference (Appendix IV). This report is 
to recommendation (g) as follows: 





"g) That other concerns of the Oakridge Community 
dealing with traffic safety be deferred until the 
next meeting of the Public Works Committee." 


The other traffic safety concerns related to the area 
have been identified in memorandums from Councillor 
Culham and received from the 
Mississauga Oakridge Residents Association. Also, 
Culham has provided this Department with a 
response of the Mississauga Oakridge 









correspondence have been attached to 
as appendices and will be referred to as 
the various items are discussed in this report. 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) | ) 


1. tLetter dated January 14, 1984, to Councillor 
Culham from the Mississauga Oakridge Residents 


Association x IV) ; | 


This letter was sent to Councillor Culham by the : 
Residents Association in response to the joint 

report of the Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works and the Commissioner of Recreation and 

Parks dated December 19, 1983, and the subsequent 
recommendations which were adopted by the Public | 
Works Committee at its ~~ of December 20, 

1983 (Council January 9, 1984). 


oe 
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This Department has reviewed the points raised by a ) 
the — Association and have the following | ) 
comments : 


Item #1 | 
The residents have indicated that police H | 
enforcement and monitoring of speeding on = 


Mississauga Road and on the North Sheridan way ia ay 
continues to be infrequent and inconsistent. | 


This Department has contacted the Peel Regional : 

Police regarding the speeding on these roads and 

have advised that these sections of roadway are | 
on their priority list for radar enforcement and | 
that enforcement continues on a regular basis. 

For example, the Peel Regional Police have 

advised that for the period from January 28, 

1984, the police have spent 30 hours of radar 

enforcement on the North Sheridan Way in the 

vicinity of Stonehouse Crescent and Springbank ) 
Road. This surveillance has resulted in 53 | eS 
charges being laid most of which were speeding of 

15km/h over the speed limit. 


Item #2 


The residents questioned as to whether the | 
existing supervised (adult crossing guards) . 
crossings on Mississauga Road at Highriver Court 
and Shawanaga Trail are sufficient to provide 
safe passage for all school children living on 
the north side of Mississauga Road walking to 
school and boarding buses. The residents 
indicated that to their knowledge no concern i | ., 
expressed regarding the safe crossing at | 
Mississauga Road and Shawanaga Trail. ! 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) 


- J-=- 


In the joint report dated December 19, 1983, it 
was indicated that a concern had been expressed 
regarding children crossing Mississauga Road at 
Trail. This concern was relayed to 
this Department by Councillor Culham in a 
memorandum dated October 21, 1983. Councillor 
Culham was conveying concerns expressed to him by 
@ Mrs. Law of Portway Avenue. The source of the 
concern was indicated in our previous report. 


with regard to the entire area north of 
Mississauga Road and the crossing of school 
children going to school on the south side of 
Mississauga Road, there are currently two 
existing school crossings supervised by adult 
crossing guards. These supervised school 
crossings are located at Highriver Court and 
Shawanaga Trail. These two crossings provide for 
safe crossing of school children from north of 
Mississauga Road who must walk to schools south 
of Mississauga Road for the areas served by Otami 
Trail, Doulton Crescent, Highriver Court, and 
Shawanaga Trail. There are a limited number of 
1l houses west of Otami Trail either fronting 
directly on Mississauga Road or on Glatts Lane 7 
houses on Saxony Court and 5 houses fronting 

Ssauga Road north and south of Saxony Court 
which are not served directly by the existing 
supervised school Crossings. These areas are not 
served by the existing crossings since there are 
no sidewalks serving these sections of the north 
Side of Mississauga Road. (There is an existing 
sidewalk on the north side of Missis Road 
between Highriver Court and Otami Trail). 


Until receipt of the residents response to the 


1983, the City had not been made aware of a 
concern related to the area north of Mississauga 
Road and the need for additional supervised 
school crossings. The need for additional 
Supervised school crossings should be referred to 
the Traffic Safety Council for further 
investigation. It should be noted that any 
studies conducted should probably be done in the 
Spring since the use of the existing supervised 
school crossings has been extremely limited 


Guring the winter as it appears that the parents 
are driving their children to school. 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) 


: With regard to the provision of an adult schoo] 

crossing guard at the intersection of North 

| Sheridan Way and Stonehouse Crescent, we would ' 
advise that during traffic stucles conducted at 

the intersection no difficulties were observed 

and no requirement for an adult crossing guard 

was identified as turning traffic to/from the 

North Sheridan Way was light and there was 

adequate gaps in traffic. Notwithstanding this 

the ak seg wi Department has no concerns with 

the establishment of a school crossing at the 

intersection and will proceed with the painting +a 
of crosswalk lines and stop bars on Stonehouse 

Crescent at the intersection. The painting of ; 
the lines will be done when weather permits and | 
the necessary signs will be erected if approved. ) +} 


— 
et 


Since a formal request has now been received for ) 
an adult crossing guard at the intersection of | 
North’ Sheridan Way and Stonehouse Crescent, it is 
recommended that this request be referred to the 
Traffic Safety Council. 


At the request of Councillor Culham, the 

sidewalks in the North Sheridan Way between t 
Shawanaga Trail and Stonehouse Crescent and the 
sidewalk on Stonehouse Crescent are being 

reviewed with respect to inclusion on the 1984-85 
sidewalk plowing priority list. 


Item #4 
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The residents have expressed a difficulty in 
_understanding the all-way stop calculation and 

have wondered why warrant A plus warrant 8 which 

equals 155.5% would not mn @ warrant. 


As indicated in our previous report, warrant A 
| and warrant B must equal 100% for an all-way stop 


to be warranted. In order to clarify the 
| warrants for the residents a brief explanation of 
| f the warrants are outlined below. 


; | ae Part A This section of the warrant is a measure 
| | of the total vehicular volume entering 

| | the intersection on both the minor (i.e. 
| (Portway Avenue and Stonehouse Crescent) . 

and on the major (i.e. North Sheridan 

Way) approaches. The total volume is 
then compared to the warrant 
of 300 vehicles per hour entering the P 
intersection. 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) 


otal 
vehicular traffic entering the 


intersection. It is important that there | 
be sufficient traffic on the minor ; 


tpproach in relation to the volumes on 
the major approach. 


- ee oe 


| ) 
As indicated Previously, both warrants must equa) | . 
100% and are not additive. | | 


at North 
. Sheridan Way. The results of the all-way stop 
| Calculations are as follows: 
| ; 


. 

| 

| | Portway Avenue 
| | Part A (Total vehicular volume) 67.6% 














Part 8 (Minor Approach Vehicular )volume) 87.9% 

Stonehouse Crescent | t 
Part A (Total vehicular volume) 60.7% 
Part 8 (Minor approach vehicular volume) 17.5% 


As indicated in our December 19, 1983 report, 
studies were Conducted at the intersection of 
the 


ee 1 . 
a es 


t. The residents have indicated that they 
take issue with this assumption. 


: 
As as point of clarification, the studies were | | 
conduc and analyzed at Portway Avenue and 

Stonehouse t and since the | 
not close to being satisfied i that | 

there would be no Significant Change in traffic | 

patterns at the intersection of 

and the North Sheridan Way due to its 
to Stonehouse . 

to the size of the area served by 
compared to 
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| COMMENTS: (Continued) 


Portway Avenue as well as the traffic volume 

| North Sheridan Way at Trail as aes 
| to the volume on the North Sheridan Way at 

| Stonehouse Crescent. In view of this analysis it 

| a felt that no traffic counts were required for 

| prin Aamis # stop calculation. wWe stil] do not feel 
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residents 
the relative usage of these 


The is a comparison of 1983 24-hour 
two-way tra volumes on the sub ject roads: 


Mississauga Road 


East of Otami Trail) 8,545 vehicles 
da 
North of North Sheridan Way 8,150 vehicles per pd 


2,115 vehicles per day ! 
2,150 vehicles per day 


2,895 vehicles per day 
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and leaving 
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North Sheridan 


approaching 
ation o 
we disagree with the 


-way stop at this location 


an all 
"valid" 
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purpose as it would slow 


nstall 


vehicle speeds within 200 feet 


both the deceleration and 
the stop 


of vehicles 
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the stop. While the i 


out that motorists who are 
with an unjustified stop sign soon begip 
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and a high rate of 


sign develops. 
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hazardous situation. 
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eel would be a more 
overall speeds after/between the all-wa 


to increase. 


the stop si 
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The effect of the all 
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vehicle speeds on Premium Wa 
our previous report. 
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dge Public School 
erence has been made with 
cading of school buses on Fowler 
Court and the easterly access 


requested at Oakri 
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residents have indicated that 
Roche 
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petition, Councillor 


bus stops throughout the area including the 


While the residents did not specifically request 
vicinity of the school. — 


signs at the school in their 


Culham did convey some 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) 


SL 


Item #5 (Continued) 


| | 
With regard to the loading of buses on Fowler Drive . 
this Department has contacted both Boards of | . 
Education and have been advised that they have | | 


A eS eG ge tgs * ow SBS te2. ~~ 


partrollers was instituted some time ago and has 
been found to be operating quite well. 
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2. # Sidewalks Surrounding the Oakridges Community 
Councillor Culham at the December 20, 1983, Public 
Works Committee requested that a complete review be 
made of the sidewalks leading to the Oakridges 
Community with particular attention to Mississauga : 
Road south of the Community . 


There is an existing sidewalk on the south side of 

Mississauga Road between Springbank Road and a 

point east of Beaverbrook Way. There is no 

sidewalk between this part and Atoka Drive with the 

exception of a narrow section under the Q.E.W. | 
underpass. South of the Q.£.W. there is a sidewalk ) 
on the west side of Mississauga Road between Atoka 
Drive and Lakeshore Road. There is a piece of . 
sidewalk on the north side of Mississauga Road ! 
between Otami Trail and Highriver Court. | 


Based on current observations it is felt that there 
is no requirements at this time for a sidewalk to 
connect the existing sidewalk south of the Q.E.W. : 
No pedestrians have been observed and we would | 
advise that there is generally a wide road shoulder 
area for any pedestrians to walk. Also, it is felt 
ba Meg attraction to the south for pedestrians is 
ed. 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) 





2. Continued 


In view of the winter weather conditions, it is 

ted that this section of Mississauga Road be 
reviewed in the summer of 1984 to confirm this 
recommendation. 


The issue of pedestrian access from the Oakridges 
Community to the Sheridan Mall has been previously 
addressed in the joint report of the Commissioner | 
of Engineering and Works and the Commissioner of . +4 
Recreation and Parks. ' 


3. Intersection of Springbank Road and Mississauga Road 


In 1961, Councillor Culham had expressed a concern | 
/ related to the safety of the above noted | 

intersection as well as for the private driveways 

north of the intersection. A site review was made 
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As a result of this site meeting additional toads 
were made to upgrade traffic signing, 


— improvements include the lowering of | 
ssissauga Road by approximately one metre to i 
improve sight lines to the north from the 
intersection, asphalting the existing sidewalk on 
the south side of Mississauga Road between | | 
Springbank Road and Seven Oaks Drive (Magic Meadows | | 
Subdivision) and the construction of left turn ra 
lanes on Mississauga Road. Also, the City would be | 


I Re one 


doing some minor realignment of Springbank Road at 
Mississauga Road to improve the angle of 
intersection of Springbank Road with Mississauga 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) 
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Development of the subdivisions were delayed and as 
a result of the improvements on Mississauga Road 
have been delayed. 


In view of the delays in making the improvements on 
Mississauga Road, this Department at the request of 
Councillor Culham, reviewed in January 1983 
possible interim improvements to improve on an 
interim basis the sight distance to the north from 
Springbank Road. The interim improvements 
considered were the bulldozing of the isting hill 
and removal of an old retaining wall on the 
northwest corner of the intersection. | 


It was determined that interim improvements were 
not possible due to the existing gas venting system 
for the landfill site and the existing hydro 

lines. Also, any interim improvement would have 
been expensive and would have resulted in lmited 
improvement to the sight distance to the north 
since the major problem is the hump in Mississauga 
Road which would be corrected by the lowering of 
Mississauga Road by the proposed 1 meter. 


In view of continued delay in the development of t | 
the gravel pit, Councillor Culham in his memorandum 
of December 21, 1983, (Appendix VI) requested a 
review of the costs of lowering Mississauga Road 
the ie Sees one (1) metre. A cost estimate has 

been prepared for the City to carry out the | 
lowering of the roadway by one (1) metre without | 
the construction of the left turn lanes for the | 
intersections. The estimated cost of these works 
is $105,000.00 


The motor vehicle collision experience at this 
intersection has been quite low with one motor 
vehicle collision involving a southbound vehicle on 
Mississauga Road and a vehicle exiting Springbank ; 
Road. This accident occurred in 1979. 


with regard to the development of the adjacent 

developments, Phase I of the Magic Meadows 

Development is well underway and the ) 
Mississauga-Peel Land Consultants draft plan | > 
received approval from Planning Committee late in | 
1983. It is our understanding that the pending new | 

owners of the Mississauga-Peel Land Consultants 

property are anxious to proceed with the 

development in 1984. Therefore, it is possible | 

that the proposed works on Mississauga Road would ) 
proceed in late 1984 or early 1985. | 
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(Continued) 
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Based on the foregoing it is recommended that the 
City not carry out interim works on Mississauga 
Road In the vicinity of Springbank Road. 


4. Subdivision Devel t - Missis - 
ree a Consultants meth = ase ssaugee 


In a letter dated January 9, 1984, to Mr. W. P. 
Taylor, Commissioner of Engineering and Works, the 
Mississauga Oakridge Residents Association have 
expressed concern related to the traffic and safety 
impact of the above noted development. Attached is 





a copy of the letter from the residents association ( 


(Appendix VII). 


with regard to the concerns raised by the residents 
we have the following comments related to traffic 
and safety considerations. 


This site has been reviewed in detail by the 

Engineering Department and as a condition of 

development the developer is required to make 

satisfactory arrangements for works on Mississauga 

Road to improve sight distances and traffic 
operations. These works will include the lowering : 
of Mississauga Road by approximately 1 metre and | 
the construction of a left turn lane on Mississauga 

Road for Street 'A'. These works are planned to be 

co-ordinated with works associated with the road 

(Seven Oaks Drive) to the north for the Magic 

Meadows Subdivision as well as with proposed City 

works on Springbank Road to provide for a better 

le of intersect with Mississauga Road. The 

alignment of Springbank Road at Mississauga Road 

and the aligning of the new subdivision road 

opposite Springbank Road was addressed in our 

report of December 16, 1983 (copy attached - 

Appendix VIII). Provisions will be made for | 
landscaping on the souith side of Mississauga Road ) 
opposite Street ‘A’. 





The Mississauga Oakridge Residents Association have 

indicated that they wish to go on record that, in | 
their opinion given the proposed road configuration 

of Street 'A' (Mississauga-Peel Land Consultants) . 
Springbank Road and Seven Oaks Drive (Magic 

Meadows), traffic on Mississauga Road will be a | 
“nightmare” with traffic back-ups from Springbank ; 
Road north to Dundas Street and south to Portway. 
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The proposed road configuration in the area is ': 
shown in a drawing attached to the report contained | 
in Appendix VIII. The Engineering Department does | 
mot feel that there will be any traffic operational . 
problems associated with the road pattern in the 

area and traffic operations will in fact be 

enhanced with the overall proposed improvements. 


The Association has requested the actual in-depth 
studies the City has completed or will undertake in 
order that they will be better informed with regard 
to the proposed development of the Missi 1 
Land Consultants Development. In this regard it is | 
suggested that the Consolidated Report for this ; : ; 
Department (File T-82024) be forwarded to the : 
association as it outlines the studies and the City 

requests with respect to Gevelopment of these lands. 


Spr nea Reg between Dundas Street and . | 


Councillor Culham in a memorandum dated 
24, 1983, (Appendix IX) has requested that the 

ing Department review the above noted | 
section of roadway keeping in mind the scenic ; 
nature of the roadway. | 





This section of roadway and in particular the first 
Curve south of Dundas Straeet has been under review 
by this Department for some time. In October 1982, 
the Engineering and Works Department submitted a 
report dated October 15, 1982, to the Public Works 
Committee concerning the accident analysis which 
had been carried out (Appendix Xx). The following 
recommendations were adopted by the Public Works 
Committee and Subsequently by Council. 


"1. That the installation of "Life-Lite” markers 
and additional signing be approved on a trial | 
basis for that portion of Mississauga Road 
between Dundas Street and Springbank Road as 
@ 1982 undertaking. 


2. That the Traffic Section monitor the . 
effectiveness and maintenance cost of this . . 
traffic control device with a view of | | ' 
expanding the use of this system in other 
hazardous sites." , 
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In the previous accident analysis, it was 

determined that in the 3 1/2 year period prior to 

September 1982, 95 collisions occurred on the 

subject section of roadway with 72 occurring at the 

first curve south of Dundas Street. Most of these 

collisions involved vehicles loosing control and 

leaving the roadway or crossing the centre line in | 
the southbound direction. | 


In response to recommendation Number 2, this | 
Department has been monitoring the accident 
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experience on this section of roadway to determined 
if the traffic signing and 'Life-Lite’ installation 
have been effective. 


Based on a preliminary analysis of the accidents . 
experienced during the 6-month period December 1, | ) 
1982 to 30, 1982 (after the installation of | 
Life-Lites) it was found that there was no 

significant influence on the accident experience on 

this section of roadway. In view of these 

preliminary findings a further update of the . 
accident experience has been prepared. This update : 
covers the period from September 1982 to February | 
1984. It has been determined that in the 

intervening 17 months there have been an additional 

69 accidents on the section of roadway with 46 of 

these accidents occurring at the first curve south 

of Dundas Street. 


Once again the majority of these accidents involved 
vehicles loosing control and leaving the roadway or 
crossing the contreline in the southbound direction. 


In summary, there has been for the 5-year 1-month | 
period from January 1979 to February 1984 a total 
of 164 accidents on the section of Mississauga Road 
between Dundas Street and Springbank Road with 118 | 

of those accidents occurring at the first curve 
south of Dundas Street with relatively few 
accidents occurring at other points along the 
subject section of roadway. None of the above | . 
accidents have involved pedestrians. In the same | . 
period of time the traffic volumes on Mississauga 
Road have increased from approximately 6,950 

Paget ig per day in 1979 to 8,550 vehicles per day 
n 1983. 
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It is felt that in view of the accident experience 
and the relative ineffectiveness of the heavy 
traffic signing and the Life Lites, on the accident 
experience, that further studies are required with 
respect to improvements to the first curve south of 
Dundas Street. 


Based on the foregoing, very preliminary ball park 
cost estimates for the proposals have been prepared , 3 
and range in cost between $650,000 and $1, 300,000. ¢ i} 
It should be stressed that these are preliminary 

cost estimates and more detailed plans for the 
alterations must be prepared and more detailed cost | 
estimates must be prepared. It is recommended that 

the Engineering and Works Department be authorized ) 

to undertake detailed engineering and traffic 

studies with a-view to investigating alternative 

alignments and prepare a further report to the 

Public Works Committee recommending a proposed 

re-alignment for the first curve south of Dundas 

auiet for inclusion in the 1985-1989 Capital 


i 
The Engineering Department has been contacted by 
the owner of the property on the east side of 
Mississauga Road at the first curve south of Dundas 
Street and has been requested to assess interim 
improvements which could be carried out at the 
Curve. The property owner is experiencing 
considereable damage to his property caused by 
vehicles leaving the roadway. Interim improvements 
will also be addressed in the aforementioned design. 


That the Traffic Safety Council be requested to 

review adequacy of the two existing adult crossing ; 
guards on Mississauga Road at Highriver Court and | ) 
Shawanaga Trail in serving the needs of the school 
children living north of Mississauga Road between | : 
Glatt's Lane and Saxony court. 


That the Mississauga Oakridge Resident Association | ee 
be requested to identify to the Traffic Safety 

Council, the specific areas of concern related to 

the crossing of school children on Mississauga Road 

between Glatt's Lane and Saxony Court. 


That the Traffic Safety Council be requested to 
review the intersection of North Sheridan Way and 
Stonehouse Court with respect to the warrants for 
the placement of an adult crossing guard. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS: (Continued) 


4. That the Engineering Department review the need for 


Sidewalks on Mississauga Road between the end f 
the existing sidewalk south of ’ 


and 
Atoka Drive when weather permits in the Spring 1986. 


That the City of Mississauga not Carry out at this 
time interim on Missi 
the vicinity 7. Road. ——o 


5. 


6. That the approved consolidated report for 


the 
Mississauga-Pee] Land Consultants (File T-82024 
forwarded to the Missi dges Resi = 


Oakri 
Association for their information. —_ 


7. that the Engineering and Works Department prepare a 
detailed functional design including cost estimates 
Outlining various alternatives for the realignment 
of Mississauga Road at the first curve south of 
Dundas Street and that a report be submitted for 
the Consideration of the Public Works Committee. 
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all 


W. P. Taylor, P. 
Commissioner 
Engineering and Works 
JWT /edm 





c.c. €. M. Halliday 
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December 19, 1983 
: 
REQUEST NO, 217-83 
CLERKS FILE NO. F.06.03.01. | yj 
. y ’ 
| | | | LADIES & GENTLEMEN : ' 
| | ) SUBJECT : Safety Hazards in Oakridge Community. | 
| SOURCE : — ‘Petition dated November 1, 1983, from area residents. 
| | Memo dated October 21, 1983, from Councillor D. Culham. 
. | COMMENTS : The Engineering Department has investigated the concerns 
: expressed by the residents in the Oakridge Community that 
. have been identified in their petition, and the concerns 
expressed by Councillor Culham on behalf of Mrs. Law, 
2038 Portway Avenue. 
With respect to the items in Councillor Culham's memo of 
October 21, 1983, the Engineering Department responds as 
follows : 
Item 1 - In response to the comment of speeding on 
Mississauga Road, the Engineering Department 
' conducted radar Surveys with the following 
resulte : ) 
Mississauga Road (between Springbank Road and Portway Avenue 50 km/h limit) | 
; ' 
Nov. 30/83 ~ a.m. peak (7.30 - 8.30 a.m.) 85%-ile 63.6 k - Average Speed 57.0} _ ) 
Nov. 24/83 - p.m. peak (4.30 - 5.30 p.m.) 85%-ile 66.1 k - Average Speed 59,7 i. 
North Sheridan Way (west of Springbank Road 60 km/h limit) i. 
Oct. 7/83 (2.00 - 3.00 p.m.) 85%-L1e - 82.9 k = Average Speed 72.2 k ‘ie | P 


The speeds on both of these roads indicate an unsatis- 

factory result. The Peel Regional Police have previous], 

been requested to enforce the speed limits on North . : 
Sheridan Way, and as a result of the recorded speeds on 


Mississauga Road, they shall also be requested to provide | 
enforcement there. | 
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SUBJECT ; 


COMMENTS : 
continued .. 


Safety Wazards in Oakridge Community. 


Item 2 ~ Following a site meeting between Councillor 


Culham and Engineering staff, some trimming 
of shrubs and trees has taken place and a 
subsequent review has indicated there are no 
sight problems at Stonehouse Crescent or 
Shawanaga Trail at North Sheridan Way. 


Concern was also expressed regarding children 
crossing at the intersection of Mississauga 
Road and Shawanaga Trail. There is a School 
Crossing Cuard operating at the painted school 
crossing located on the west side of the inter- 
section and standard school crossing signs and 
advanced school crossing signs indicating this 
crossing, are in place. 


The Crossing Guard Supervisor has not received 
or been made aware of any difficulties occurring 
at this crossing or at the crossing located at 
High River Court. 

t 
The comment is made that there is “excessive" 
vehicular movement on Stonehouse Crescent due 
to parents driving their children to school. 
This situation is not uncommon at school locations 
in the City, and at virtually every school there 
are parents who drive their children. A study 
was conducted and the results indicate in the a.m. 
period between 7.45 - 9.00 a.m. there were three 


buses bringing children to Oakridge P.S., and twen: — 


vehicles dropping off children at the school. No 


_ problems were observed or encountered and twenty 


vehicles is not considered to be an excessive numb: | 


of vehicles. There is a sidewalk on the west sid. 
of Stonehouse Crescent for children to walk on. 
During the study period, four children were notice: 


walking on the east side of the road where no side- 


walk exists, and it is felt that it should be the 
parents responsibility to direct their children to 
walk on the sidewalk provided. 


continued ... 
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SUBJECT ; Safety Hazards in Oakridge Community. . | 

/ | 

COMMENTS : | 
continued ... ~ School busing exists for children living in e> 


of one mile from the school therefore we can c 
clude that parents driving their children to 
school are residents of the Oakridge Community 


Item 4 = The Engineering Department does not support ti 
installation of allway stops on the North 
Sheridan Way since warrants are not met, and Ni | 
Sheridan Way is a major collector road with a 
speed limit of 60 km/h. 


—-- 
Pool 


Following are the results of the all-way stop 
warrant calculations for the intersections of 
Portway Avenue and Stonehouse Crescent at Nort | 


’ Sheridan Way. | | 
Portway Avenue - Part "A" 67.62% | 
Part "B" 87.9% . 
Stonehouse Crescent ~ Part “A” 60,7 Z 


~The s 


Part "b't 17.52% 


No study was conducted at Shawanaga Trail and 
was felt that traffic volumes on that road wer 
less than volumes on Portway Avenue and Stonc! 
Crescent. Since warrants are not fulfilled a | 
either Portway Avenue or Stonehouse Crescent, 
can be deduced that warrants would not be met 
Shawanaga Trail. 


A warrant for an all-way stop is achieved onl, | 


Part "A" apd Part "B" are equal to or greater — | 
iS than 100%. 


According to Councillor Culham's remarks in h 
memo, he indicated that the residents contend 
that stop signe on Premium Way at Dickson Roa, 
and Lynchemcre Avenue, have £one a long way t: 
regulating speed and discouraging the kind of . : 
driver involved in the Mizzi death. The “afi [| | i 
radar surveys which were conducted on Premiun. 
subscquent to the installation of the two all. 
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” SUBJECT ; Safety Hazards in Oakridge ComaunLty, 


COMMENTS ;: 
continued .,. Stops reveal that Speeds have not been affected 
4s the 85Z~iJoe speads rec 


orded in two areas were 
63.9 and 66.6 km/h respectively in this existing 
50 km/h zone. 


It is interesting to note whe 
Co illustrate the percentage over the 
which motorists 


have been recorded as 
Mississauga Road, North Sheridan Way and Premium 1 4 
Way where there ar 


© two existing all-way Stops, | | 
the results are very close : 


Speed limit 85Z%-ile Speed Z% over posted speed lim 


n developing a chart 


Premium Way 


, 50 km/h 63.9 km/h 28% | 
Premium Way 50 km/h 66.6 km/h 332% 
Mississauga Road 50 km/h 63.6 km/h 27% 
Mississauga Road 50 km/h 66.1 km/h 3% 
North Sheridan Way 60 km/h 82.9 km/h 382 


As can be seen the values are quite similar in 
comparing Mississauga Road to Premium Way and 
Slightly higher for North Sheridan Way. From thi. 
it can be said that the Stop signs on Premium Way 
have not had a Significant influence on Speeds on 
that roadway. We have reported in the past that 
Speeds are only affected within approximately 200 : 


of a stop Sign and this is very evident in the cas. 
Of Premium Way. 















Item 5 - There is no 





signage installed at locations where 
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chy allowing 
When buses stop in 





traffic to continue to flow. 
other areas, they are required by law to activate 
the flashers, al) vehicles must come to a stop, 
thereby Creating a safe situation for the picking 

up and discharging of children, The Manual of 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (M.T.c. Sign Manua! — 
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SUBJECT ; Safety Nazards in Oukeidge Community, 


COMMENTS ; 


continued ... illustrates a sipy indicating school bus stop . 
ahead, The manual outlines this fign is only 
to be used in advance of a school bus stop if 
conditions of horizontal, vertical curves or 
foliage aré such that there is less than the 
minimum safe Stopping sight distance. In the 
case of the school buses operating on 
Mississauga Road and Stonehouse Crescent, 
there are no problems of this nature which 
would justify the use of this sign. 
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The following comments are Submitted in response to the 
petition received from Oakridge Community : 
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l. . , The residents have requested that a paved, well lit foot/ 
‘bike path be created to link Oakridge Park and Fowler 
| ' Drive, south of the Robin Drive development. | 


Staff have reviewed the options for provision of pedes-— 

, . trian access from the Oakridge Community to Fowler Drive. 
| In this regard, a review was made into the feabibility of 
) = constructing a lit, paved, pedestrian/bicycle pathway 
through the landfill site on lands owned by the City 
(Springbank Road Park) and the Region of Pecl. 


Based on this review, it appears that a pathway can be 
constructed over the landfill site. However, it is not 
feasible to construct an asphalt surface duc to constant | 
differential settlement which will cause extensive damage ‘ 
to the surface and necessitate at least annual patching. . 
Therefore, the path should be constructed of gravel with 
a top layer of limestone Screenings. Furthermore, 
provision of lighting for the pathway will require some 
special measures and maintenance will have to be done to 
ensure that the light poles remain vertical and erecr, 


A preliminary cost estimate for the construction of a 
_ &ravel path and illumination as show in Fig. 2 is 
$37 ,000.00. 


Alternatives to the path across the landfill cite have 
been Investigated and Lt has been determined that there | i 
will be a sidewalked and illuminated route available. 

between this community and Sheridan Mall when the Magic 

Meadows subdivision is completed. 


The route would be along the existing sidewalk on the 
south side of Mississauga Road, along Seven Oaks Drive 
and Russage Place, which are being constructed under the 
Magic Meadows subdivision. It is currently anticipated 
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SUBJECT : Safety Nazards in Oakridge Community , 


: 
COMMLNTS : 
continued , o* 


that Seven Oaks 


Drive and B 
to Fowler Drive 


US6age Place 
» Will be « 


with ao walkway | 
Ompleted in la . 


te 1984. 
There igs a 


n existing Lr 
Road betwo 


Sidewalk on 
€n Springba: 
on 


Mississauga 
the Seven Oaks Drive 
. There igs 4n exisri 
it is currently antici 


completed in 1984 or } N conjunction with Proposed 
works on Mississauga Road and Springbank Road. 


It should be Pointed Out tha 
the landfill} 


Of Seven Oaks Dr 


Per- & 






mately 4200 ft. in length wh 
Oakridge Park, t 
Bussage Place 






across 
» Seven Oaks Drive and 
© would be 3809 ft. in length. 
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Sheridan Way 





Signs on the North 
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On Mi ssissaups Road there are 
at Shawanapa Trail ang one 
Of these Painted ery 
Crossing Signs 
Crossing Signs 
Guards opera 
mentioned, nO probloms are e by the Guards arc 
these two locations, 





{wo schoo] Croustlngs, one 
At Wish River Court, 
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SUBJECT : 


COMMENTS : 


continued ... 


RECOMMENDATIONS : 


Akt. 
cc : E.M. Halliday 


JWT: DTJ:4b 


Safety Mazards in Oakridge Community. 


There also exists a 40 km/h speed zone on Mississauga 


Road from High River Court just west of Shawanaga Trai] 
and signing is in Place for that Speed zone. 


WATCH FOR CHILDREN signs are reserved for placement 

only at parks or Playgrounds where children regularly 
congregate, Signs to that effect are Present on 
Portway Avenue adjacent to Oakridge Park 


above which are according to M 


-T.C. guidelines. It 
can be assumed that in any res 


he subdivision on a City- 


ccordance with M.T.c. signing 
principles, 


2. That all-way stop 
on the North Sheri 
Springbank Road. 


Signs not be installed at arty location 
dan Way between Mississauga Road and 


4. That the construction of an illuminated gravel pathway 


from the Proposed walkway between lots 49 and 50 in the 
Magic Meadows Plan of Subdivision 
an estimated cost of $37 


dget for con- 
that the works be undertaken 
6 Drive sidewalk by the 


' Bideration and if approved, 


upon completion of Seven Oak 
developer, | 


William P, Taylor, P.Eng., 
Commissioner, 


Enginecring and Works Dept, 


I.W. Scott, 
Commissioner ~ 


Recreation and Parke Dc 


these signs only in the locations noted 
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| ' it PALE Ker f ij Vil UUU17 ; 
| ROX MEMONANDUM Sarai eau. : 
aaa 4 
ot — 
| o. D.T. Janach an J.W. Thomas, P.kng., | 
| > Sent, —___Sngineering Com. ____Engineering =i 
. ' * 
| December 22, 1983 | 4 
| ) re : Oakridge Community | 
. ! 
| | Councillor Culham has requested that the sidewalks surrounding the | 
. Oakridge Community be reviewed i.e. on Mississauga Road south of 
the Q.E.W. 
f 
Please have checked right down to Lakeshore Road as well as other 
/ areas surrounding the community, i.e. local roads in the community 
and major roads such as Mississauga Road, Dundas Street North and 
| South Service Roads. : 
; ' 
Please have put on City map. , 
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SUBJECT: OAKRIDGES COMMUNITY PETITION 





Petition from the Oakridges Community 
residents that includes the statement: "public transit (bussing, GO 
Train) is inaccessible due to its remoteness and absence of safe , 
access routes" 


- Howeve Tecommendations request 
that a transit service be provided in the area. 


A transit study in conjunction with a request for service 
from the students of the Holy Name of Mary 1, was performed in 
June 1981. The Survey results indicated that transit demand would 
not support the operation of a service. A Copy of the conclusion of - 
this report is attached 


If you should require further information or 


@ complete 
Copy of the transit study for this area, 


Please, let me know. 


Norman Dodd 
SN:ND: rac Manager-Transit Planning 
Attach. 
cc: Transit Planning 
4604D 
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households who objected to transit service. However, 95% of the households 


that said they would not use transit indicated transit was either inconvenient, 





too time consuming, not as fast as the private automobile, and not as comfortab!: 







| | 1) as the private car. 
| | + 
| | : | | & Table 10 outlines in detail the expected costs, ridership, and revenue 
| | | | + | “to cost ratios, of providing transit service to the survey area. Calculations 
| | , ie .* Were completed using a 4 percent, 6 percent, and 10 percent transit modal split. | 
| | | = These various alternatives were introduced in order to illustrate the effect, . i 
} | iif a slight change in modal split can have, on the performance of a transit service. 
| } | Using the 6 percent transit modal split, which is the most realistic, | | 
| i | gd based on existing transit services, and the City wide average, the revenue to. 
| | | ; cost ratio realized would be 37 percent. This is far below the policy revenue 
| ‘ to cost policy ratio of 55 percent. * 
| | da Due to the nature of the area, relative to the high car ownership 
“¥ (2.2 per household), and the demographics, the 6 percent split may be 
t considered high, thereby decreasing the revenue to cost ratio to a more 
: unfavourable position. 


- The annual City deficit, based on the 6 percent figure would be in | 
the neighbourhood of $63,000.00. | | 


a —— meer eee 





2k ete te ie Dace ogre re or" Ste bes | Ae ret ae sesioe o 20h rr oeeeieens et Boge toe eee ee ee 
_ 


CONCLUSION | | 
The survey results do not indicate that there is a demand for transit | é | 
| | services with the survey area, that would support the operation of one bus, | . | 
. | operating at 30 minute headways. ‘ ‘ 
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. — ENGINEERING WORKS & b. 
| RECEIVED FILE 


“ 


M1551SSauga, Ontario 
iy LSH AMG 
care LI) LK3 November ], 1s 


David J. Culham, 


Councillor, ward 6, ) _ 1 NOV~7 _ 
City of Mississauya, ‘ | RoweTo | mas | 
1 City Centre Drive, , = 





Mississauga, Ontario 


Dear Mr. Culham: Her? 


Further to our community meeting of Oct. yo 
and our recent telephone conversation, I am writing : 


- review the steps being taken to address. the 
outlined problems = 


- forward the petition results 


Within a 6 day period, a group of concerned parents 
obtained a total of 456 Signatures in response to the petition 
request. This indicates that the residents of Oakridge are ee 9 
deeply concerned about Safety hazards in this community. : 4 


It is my understanding that: 


1. the planning and engineering. departments will] be 
conducting traffic studies to determine the feasibility of 
locating the foot-bike path in the proposed area, ; 


2. the traffic engineers and planners. with input from 
the traffic safety conmittee will be doing comparative Studies 
between The Premium Way and the North Sheridan Way. (It js | 
important to re-emphasize that this recommendation on the 


petition should apply to both the North Sheridan Way and 
Mississauga Road.), | | , 


3. the overall Study will include the need for additional 
cautionary school signs (e.g. North Sheridan Way/Stonehouse). 


~existent 
(North Sheridan’ Way) speed monitoring and enforcement on the two 


: REFERRED TO: W.TAYLOR FOR REPORT z ‘ 
~ TO GENERAL COMMITTEE : 
: REQUEST FOR REPORT 217-83 ' 
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cc: Councillor Culham ' 
R. Doyle, Director of Parks 
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Files Park 215 fem cme emcee meee eee 


fez! 
Pedestrian Safety in the Oakridge Commurfty,) 
West Erindale District 

Request for Report 217-83 


On December 6th, 1983, Engineering, Planning, Recreation 
and Parks’ staff met to discuss the provision of pedestrian 
access from the Oakridge Community to Fowler Drive through 
the Horth Sheridan landfill site and Robin Drive development. 


Recreation and Parks' staff reviewed the feasibility of 
emplacing a lit, paved pedestrian/bicycle pathway through 

the landfill ‘site, on lands owned by the City (Springbank 

Road Park)’ and the Region of Peel, (shown on the attached map). 


It appears that a pathway can be located within the park, 
however, it is not feasible to construct an asphalt surface 
path where the walkway is located over landfill. Constant 
differential settlement will ‘cause extensive damage to the 
surface and necessitate at least annual patching. Therefore, 
the path should be constructed of gravel with a top layer of 
limestone screenings. Furthermore, it is not feasible to 
provide our standard lighting for the path through the landfill 
area as the light standards would sink down into the garbage 
and it would not be possible to maintain them in a vertical 
position. : — 


It is therefore recommended that consideration, for a gravel 
pathway only be considered and that night-time pedestrian 
traffic be encouraged to use a sidewalk and streetlight system 
on Sevenoaks Drive, Mississauga Road and Springbank Road. ' 


lan W. Scott, Commissioner 
Recreation and Parks Department 
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The Oakridge Ratepayers’ Association is fully ! 
supportive of this action and have requested that this safety | 
committee become an arm of the association. 


I want to thank you for the ‘investigative action 
that has been initiated and for your assurance that results 
from these evaluative studies will be received before the 
end of November 1983. ° 5 
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I look forward to our meeting at that time. 
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Yours truly, 
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| | ; Sherry Ardell | | | 
| | SA/kem | | pee |” | 
| ) ®D '» 90 Rb: | : | je 
| 2% Mayor McCallion | | : ' | 


Mr. B. Burrows - Police Chief, Peel: .County 
Mr. R. Simon - President, Oakridge Residents Assoc. 
Mr. Tom McAuliffe 
Ms. Elizabeth O'Kelly , 
Arthur Grannum, Traffic Safety Com. 
Mr. I,W. Scott, Conmissioner Parks & Recreation — 
Mr. R, Edmunds, Commissioner ‘of Planning 
_ Mr. W.P. Taylor, Commissioner Engineering & Works 


copies of petition have been forwarded 
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TiN USDERSICALD ROSTDEITS OF 1: OAKNIDGE AREA I! PME CITY OF KISSTS. | 
SISH4 TO BRIKG TO YOUR ATTENTION THE FCLLOKIEG MATTEK OF UZCEN? covcED: 


ABSPSCTING ThE SAPETY AND WELL USING OF CHILDHEM AND OTHERS IN-THIS « 


1, The total absence of reasonable andi safe access in at out of tne 
area except by private motor venicle, 


2. The dericiency cited in “umber 1 creates unreasonable and unneces: 


cod 


hazards to the everyday lives of children and others in the Oakri¢; 
area as follows: , » : 


A Lt th ORS ie. 6 ER nee 


- children bussed to senior public and secondary schools outside 
Qakridge are unable to participate in normal after school: act- 
ivities because there is no safe way of returning home. — . 


eC ee ee 


1 enNEwer > eet Gen eee ere. 


- normal community services located solel Outsice Oakridge (shopni: 
dancing, post orfice, library, etc) are only accessible cy privat: 
motor veaicle. 

, ' 

- exercise through walking, jogging and bicycling is made unreasone! 

nazardous dy trarfic aangers. | 


. . 


P % 
(~ pudlic transit (bussing, SO Train) is imaccessable due tq its 
remoteness ana adsence c= sare uccess routes. : 





: $ THEREFORE URGE YOU TC CUNSTDER AND TO IMPLEE: 
JSSISLE THE FOLLOWING AEVOWNENDATIONS TO SNSURE THAT VI: 
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T 32] 
“~~ ~ - . 
fv wk CALY 55 
bf Py he Salecv 5 


omaha 


£2) ReSITIENT 


ee oo -- 





ee eee 


1. TEAS & paved well lit foot-bixe pata de created te link vaxridge Par 
and Sowler Jrive, souta of the Robin Drive cevelorment. | 


(e.5. Stonehouse kd., Shawanega Trail ané Yortway Ave.) and speed li’ 
monitorea anc enforced. = ' 


pee shat speeding problems de rectifies by stop signs on tne Service Roa 


3. imat "“setex for Cnildren" an¢é scnool signs 2e placed in appropriate 
| areas tarougaout tre suscivision, er 


PETITION INCLUDES APPROXIMATELY 456 SIGNATURES OF RESIDENTS OF: 

, | Mississauga Crescent 
Mississauga Road 
Kawartha Crescent 
Ifield Road . 
Shawanaga Trail 
Abbotswood Court 


Highriaver Court 
Doston Drive 
Blythe Road 
Beemer Avenue 
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Obeck Crescent Yew Street : 
PP Springbank Road Gatley Road ' 
. -=: Glatt's Lane Geran Crescent ; 
eee Stonchouse Crescent Saxony Court 
+ Otami Trail Fleet Street 


Negwall Court 
Tenoga Drive 
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Bunsden Avenue 
Chippewa Trail 
Portway Avenue 
Atrium Court 
Shannon Drive 
Limorick Court 
Tipperary Court 
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October 21, 1983 


Re: Oakridge Neighbourhood ( 
| 


On receipt of a letter from Mrs. Law of 2038 Portway with respect to | 
traffic safety in the Oakridge community, I sent memos and was in | 
personal contact with Rick Doyle and John Thomas. Traffic studies are | 
underway and John Thomas has got in touch with the Peel Police as to | 
traffic surveillance on the North Sheridan Way. Rick Doyle is getting 


back to me with respect to pedestrian access points across to the 
Sheridan Mall area. 


However, as a result of a meeting in the community on October 18th, it ' 
would appear to me that there must be a coordinated effort on the part ! 
of all three departments to deal with the -overall pedestrian movement 
planning and the relationship of the proposed walkway across the North 
Sheridan landfill site within the context of this overall community 
concern. Several points were made: 


OO SUES 90 Cre. Oe — os 


1. Despite all of the efforts of staff over the last several years, 
_ Speeding on Mississauga Road and the North Sheridan Way is 
chronic. From my own experience, I am constantly being passed on 
these roads as I drive through the community. 


2. While some may feel that the recent barrier guards on the North 
Sheridan Way between Stonehouse and Shawanagan were placed as a 
result of the Mizzi death, the people at the meeting are aware 
that this is not the case and that the City has responded over 
the last year and a half to the concerns of residents. However, 
they feel that the sight lines are not large enough at Stonehouse 
and Shawanagan to afford safety to the children. It seems to me 
that this should be studied in detail and that it may be 
necessary to look at the real needs at these two intersections. 


In this same r ard, there is a concern for the crossing of the 





3. It is the general concensus that there is excessive vehicular 
"movement on Stonehouse in the morning both because of adults 
Griving their children to school and because of the movement of 
buses themselves. 
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Page 2 
October 19, 1983 


4. It is the opinion of the residents, supported by petitions which 
will be received shortly, that serious Consideration be Given to 


me 
-————2— « 


. 
It is in this overall Context that the walkway across the Sheridan 

Site is Proposed by the residents. 

In the past, we have dealt with the Mississauga Road traffic problem, 
the Sidewalk, snow Plowing and pedestrian Safety on Miss 


and the North Sery as issolated items to be investigated. It 

approach that at wat 4s required is an integra » ne 

approach that combines the disciplines of ali three departments. It P 

is in that context that I would te the report. ;, | 
Jone Thomas has contact the Police Departmen but the 


David J. Culham 
Councillor Ward 6 


DIC:kd 


CC: Mayor McCallion 
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| Oe MEMORANDUM baa 
| As APPENDIX IV | 
| - Mr. W. P. Taylor, P. Eng., Commissioner Fron tistine Dodds | 
| ! — Mr. I. Scott, Commissioner Dept LeTk's Department 
ba 
| 4 
| Rea" To 
| WP = | 
| | Re: Concerns of the Oakridge Community I (| 
| | Your File: 11 14] 00039, 13 211 00017 » 
eo. | File: F.06.03.01 t Ka | | 
' j 
Further to your joint report dated December 19th, 1983;-in-response-to-~— | | 
| petition from residents of the Oakridge Area, please be advised that on | 
Jaruary 9th, 1964, Council adopted the following recommendation: 
(a) That the joint report from the Commissioners of Recreation and 
Parks, and Engineering and Works, dealing with residents’ 
; | Concerns in the Oakridge Community, dated December 19, 1983, !be ; 
) ) ' 
(b) That all-way stop signs not be installed at any location on 
North Sheridan Way between Mississauga Road and Springbank Road. 
| (c) the Peel Regional Police be requested to continually 
speed limits on North Sheridan Way and Mississauga Road 
| in the Oskridge Community. | 
| 
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October 21, 1983 


Re: Oakridge Neighbourhood 


On receipt of a letter from Mrs. Law of 2038 Portway with respect to ‘ 
traffic safety in the Oakridge community, I sent memos and was in | 
personal contact with Rick Doyle and John Thomas. Traffic studies are 

underway and John Thomas has got in touch with the Pee] Police as to 

traffic surveillance on the North Sheridan Way. Rick Doyle is getting 


back to me with respect to pedestrian access points across to the 
Sheridan Mall area. 


ae 


However, as a result of a meeting in the community on October 18th, it . 
would appear to me that there must be a coordinated effort on the part 4+ 
of all three departments to deal with the -overal) pedestrian movement ! 
planning and the relationship of the proposed walkway across the North 
Sheridan landfill site within the context of this overall] community 
concern. Several points were made: — 





1. Despite all of the efforts of staff over the last several years, 

- speeding on Mississauga Road and the North Sheridan Way is 
chronic. From my own experience, I am constantly being passed on 
these roads as I drive through the community. 


While some may feel that the recent barrier guards on the North 
Sheridan Way between Stonehouse and Shawanagan were placed as a 
result of the Mizzi death, the people at the meeting are aware 
that this is not the case and that the City has responded over 
the last year and a half to the concerns of residents. However, 
they feel that the sight lines are not large enough at Stonehouse 
and Shawanagan to afford safety to the children. It seems to me 
that this should be studied in detail and that it may be 
necessary to look at the real needs at these two intersections. 
In this same regard, there is a concern for the crossing of the 
children at Shawanagan and Mississauga Road. 
It is the general concensus that there is excessive vehicular 

- * Movement on Stonehouse in the morning both because of adults 
driving their children to school and because of the movement of 
buses themselves. 
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safety be deferred until the next meeting 


Works Comittee. 
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I understand from Councillor Culham that the Oakridge Comunity is preparing a 
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Terence L. Julian, AM.C.T,cM.c. Leonard M. McGillivary 
City Clerk Deputy City Clerk 


| oy Police Chief D. Burrows, 
Peel Regional Police, 

7755 Hurontario Street, 

Brampton, Ontario. 
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Dear Chief Burrows: | | 


; Re: Concerns of the Oakridge Community | 
| Our File: F.06.:03.0) | 
| SS Rn 


— 
ee 


| On December 20th, the Public Works Committee of the City of Mississauga 

| considered the attached joint report dated December 19th, 1983, from the : 
| Commissioner of Engineering and Works and the Commissioner of Recreation and 
Parks in response to a petition from residents -of the Oakridge Area concerning 
many matters, one of which was speeding in their area. 


~_- 
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) As a result of the Committee Geliberations, the following recommendation was 
forwarded to and adopted by Council at its meeting held on January 9, 1984: 


(a) That the joint report from the Commissioners of Recreation and 
Parks, and Engineering and Works, dealing with residents' 


concerns in the Oakridge Community, dated December 19, 1983, be 
received. 


(b) That all-way stop signs not be installed at any location on 
North Sheridan Way between Mississauga Road and Springbank Road. 


(c) That the Peel Regional Police be requested to continually 


enforce speed ts on North Sheri Way and Mississauga Road 
in the Oakridge Community. ) 


(d) That the construction of an illuminated geval pathway from the | : 
Magic Meadows 


1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE. MISSISSAUGA. ONTARIO. L58 1M2 
TELEPHONE (416) 279 76) 
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-2- January 16, 1984. 


(e) That the Engineering Agreements to be entered into between the 
City and the Developer of the Magic Meadows plan of subdivision, 
include the provision that the developer must construct and 
complete the installation of a sidewalk on the south side of 
Sevenoaks Drive and the pathway between Lots 49 and 50 
connecting to this sidewalk in 1984. 


(f) That "Watch for Children" signs be erected where the pathway 
meets/crosses Springbank Road and Robin Drive. 


(g) | That other concerns of the Oakridge Community dealing with 
traffic safety be deferred until the next meeting of the Public 
Works Committee. 


In accordance with (c) above, would you please continually enforce speed 
limits on North Sheridan Way and Mississauga Road in the Oakridge Community. 


If you have any questions with respect’to this recommendation, please do not 
hesitate to contact Mr. W. P. Taylor, P. Eng., Commissioner of Engineering and 
Works, 279-7600, Ext. 340, or Mr. I. Scott, Commissioner of Recreation and 
Parks, 279-7600, Ext. 313. 


Yours very truly, 


Christine Dodds (Mrs.) 
Committee Co-Ordinator. 


c.c. Mr. W. P. Taylor, P. Eng., 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works 


Mr. I. Scott, Commissioner, 
Recreation and Parks. 
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Leonard M. McGillivary 
Deputy City Clerk 
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January 16, 1984. 


Mrs. Sherry Ardell, 
2031 Portway Avenue, 
Mississauga, Ontario. 
L5H 3M6 


a 
~*~ 
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Dear Mrs. Ardell: f 


Re: Concerns of the Oakridge Community 
Our File: F.06.03.01 


In connection with your petition dated November 1, 1983, with respect to 
safety hazards in the Oakridge Community, on December 20th, the Public Works 
Committee of the City of Mississauga considered the attached joint report 
dated December 19th, 1983, from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works and 
the Commissioner of Recreation and Parks. 


As a result of the Committee deliberations, the following recommendation was 
adopted by Council at its meeting held on January 9, 1984: 


(a) That the joint report from the Commissioners of Recreation and _ 
Parks, and Engineering and Works, dealing with residents' . 
concerns in the Oakridge Community, dated December 19, 1983, be | 
received. . ; 


—_ eee + 


-_ 
2c mew wee 


(b) That all-way stop signs not be installed at any location on | 
North Sheridan Way between Mississauga Road and Springbank Road. ; 


(c) That the Peel Regional Police be requested to continually | . 
enforce speed limits on North Sheridan Way and Mississauga Road 
in the Oakridge Community. 


(d) That the construction of an illuminated gravel thway from the 
proposed walkway between lots 49 and 50 the Magic Meadows 
Plan of Subdivision to Springbank Road, at an estimated cost of 
$37,000.00 be included in the 1984 Recreation and Parks 
Department Capital Budget for consideration and, if approved, 
that the works be undertaken upon completion of the Seven Oaks 
Drive sidewalk by the developer. 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 
1 CITY CENTRE DRIVE. MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO. L58 1M2 
TELEPHONE (414) 279.7690 
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: -2- January 16, 1984. | 
bk (e) That the Engineering Agreements to be ente = 
red into between | 
City and the Developer of the Magic Meadows plan of chibi / 
include Provision that .the developer must Construct and 

complete the installation of 


@ sidewalk on the South si 
Drive and the pathway between Lots 49 and 50 —_— 


Connecting to this sidewalk in 1984. 


(f) That "Watch for Children" signs be erected whe 
meets/crosses Springbank Road and Robin seats 


anti em 


Drive. avi% 
. (g) That other concerns of the Oakridge Communit | | 
Y dealing with ) 
traffic safety be deferred until the next mee f | 
ting of the Public 


of - 
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; * 
By letter dateg today, the Pee) ional Police Department ha asked | 
continually enforce speed linite of North Sheridan Wa ie . | 
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If you have any questions with re t to the 
hesitate to contact ot 


Mr. W. P, Taylor, P, Eng., Commissioner of Engineering and ; | 
Works, 279-7600, Ext. 349 or Mr. I. Scott i | 
279-7600" at eg . Commi ss oner of Recreation and 


Yours very truly, 
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Christine Dodds (Mrs. ) 
Committee Co-Ordinator. 


_©.C. Mr. W. P. Taylor, P, Eno, ) S-, . | Ae 
Commissioner of enginemite and Works | 
Mr. I. Scott, Commissioner | 
Recreation and Parks. 
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| / APPENDIX V 
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) 
| W. P. Taylor, Commissioner — —_ David J. Culham | 
) | Engineering and Works Dept. nc ilor’# re , iy ann etl, . 
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| ) | January 23, 1984 ot... Up / & iy 6 | ' | 
i 4 . : : 
ee | Sm Ogdt a | | | 
| 5 sonal mee im ) 
| ) Re: Oakridge . ; 
| | | egal? FP pee HH | | 
hy | Find attached a letter from Sherry Ardell in response to a staff | 
) | report. You may note her response is a thorough one. Possibly | 
: our staff could review her response such that we could have a ' 
! | Supplimental report for works in February. | 
: | | 
: | | 
L ) 
| David J. Culham , 
Councillor Ward 6 
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|i “4 “Residents Association @ | | 


2031 Tortway ave. 


| | ’ ' Pississauga, Ontario rae aoe saa ' | 
| aa L5I 3116 oa | 
| Jannary 14, 1984 bee ‘t | | 
' 
David Culham . ta dik ie ‘ ) 
Sommeillor, “Yard 6 ; ohoa Bey j 
) City of Mississauga } i 
| Near Mr. Culham: Loe = 7A ti | 


I am writing in response to your letter of January 4, 1984, 
entlinire the results of the study conducted into the — hazards 
af the Oakridge comumity. 


. The Onkridge Safety Conmittee received the results - | ; 1 
| reeomnendations “and, as requested, have the following responses: ; | 


| | | Ttem /1 - As the radar surveys have indicated, speeding is 
| ; excessive on both the ‘ee arteries (Mississa Road 
| | ' and North Sheridan Way) in this community. Police 
enforcement and monitoring of speeding infractions 
'" continues to be infrequent and inconsistent. It has been 
noted however that additional speed limit signs have been 
posted on the North Sheridan Way, giving the motorist a 
clear indication of the speed Limit required. We are 
hopeful that consistent police speed enforcement will 
lessen the excessive speeds used in this community. 


Ttem #2 -'We are in agreement that sight problems at Stonehouse 
crescent and Shawanaga Trail at the North Sheridan Way- | 
have been rectified. | 


To our knowledge, no concern was expressed re ing the 
school crossing zone at the intersection of Mississauga 
Road and Shawanaga Trail. In fact, this is one of the 

two safe crossing areas on Mississauga Road. The question | 
wan raised as to whether the crossings at High River and 
“hawanaza Trail were sufficient to provide safe passare for | 
411 school children livine on the north side of !lississauga | 
Road walking to school and boarding buses. . 


Item #3 - Tt appears that the investirators concentruted their studies 
of traffic flow at the Oulridyre Public School location. . 
Onee aruin, there seems to be a misunderstanding of the 
community's specific concern, in this case, related to 
the corner of Stonehouse and the North Sheridan Way. It 


ee er es ———e 


is in the area of parental responsibility to direct children | ” 
| to existent sidewal’s on the west side of Stonchouse. The 
| committee's concern is addressed to the safety factor in = 
crossing Stoncliouse to get to the sidewalk. | 
| | 
| 
| ® 
| 
5 
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| ; 
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_ There gontinue.to.boe no. signs at that corner andiceting a. 
school. zone, ~lthough this pussage is used four times duily 
by a group of 50 Oakridge students. If crossing guards and 


stop signs are to be vetoed, in the interest of safety a 
“Children Crossing" or "School Zone" sign is in order. 


Item 7! - The committee had some difficulty, understanding the all-way 
stop warrant calculations. If un all-way stop is acheived 
if Part A and fart B are equal to or greater than 10%, 
does not the Portway Avenue warrant calculations, totalling 
155.5%, qualify? There is some issue to be taken with the 
assumption that the traffic volume on Shawanaga Trail is ; | 
lesser than Portway and Stonehouse and therefore to be ‘ 2 
eycluded frow the sturdy. ' 





In the com:rative analy~is of the averuge speeds on the 
orth Sheridan Vay and "Wiscissanugu Rd. vs the North Premiun 
way, the report indicated that speeds on the North Premium | 
way had not decreased since the installation of stop signs. | 
However, there is no mention as to the com tive useare | 
of these routes. It is our contention thu e m 
arteries in this commmity are used frequently by motorists 
‘.as a stop-free alternative to highway driving. 


Keening in vind that speeds are affected within_an ' 
approximate 200 foot distance ‘to the stop sign Font. one 
-would-expect, several hundred feet after} the installation 
of the stop signs on the North Sheridan Way at Stonehouse 
would serve a valid purpose. It would slow down traffic 

for approximately 400 feet in proximity toa schoo) zone - 
and cut back on the “drag-strip" useage of the North Sheridan 
Way. , : 


Iten #5 - School boarding signs at Oakridge P.S. have not been requested. 
‘The only verbal reference to boarding signs was made by the 
Fowler Drive residents whose children are bused to Oakridge. 
In keeping with the manual outlines of horizontal curves 
obstructing vision, it would appear that school boarding 
signe on Fowler Drive (between Roche Crt. & Sheridan Iall) 
are required and approveable. 
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‘e are pleased with the recommendation by Public Works to approve ua 
437,99 expenditure to create the proposed wal‘way. Once again, we wish 
to eaplasize the need for quick action on this proposal to ensure the 
safety needs of the children of this commmity. 


Yours truly, _ ‘l y ) 
(lirs.) Sherry 1 ' : 
: 
) 
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December 2, 1983 


' In 1981, I visited the Mississauga Road/Springbank Road intersection with your . : 
: Staff to ascertain what works could be done to make the hill and the ' + ; } 
intersection safe. At that time Public Works cleared the sight lines and made 
) , @ number of changes in Signage and in }i 
| ; fo the Dundas. Obviously, we anticipat 
| Holding lands to develop and that the improvements required in this area would 
' be done as a result of pl 
| | have any reasonable expectation of the developers moving ahead in the next 
' year or year and a half. This tends to increas 
| | | for the safety at this intersection. This concern is Particularly heightened 
| | When it is realized there are only three ways to get out of the whole of the 
| j Oakcidge area and all of them are extremely hazardous from a pedestrianas 
| ' well as the vehicular option. For example, they can walk through the 
' HWississauga Road underpass at the Queen Elizabeth at which there are no 
Sidewalks defined, or the 


y can walk the North Sheridan route, on which there 
are no sidewalks or they can also walk through this intersection. 


Previously I Suggested that we drop the road a full metre in height at this - ee | 
intersection and that this drop extend castwar on Mississauga Road so that ‘we wees 
level out the hump. In addition, I requested that we =T« in Springbank Road ) 
into the Mississauga Road section. I also suggested that we bulldoze back the | ! 
earthen mound connected to the Pinchin site to give a Clear sight line in this 

area. This will in addition, allow walkers to get out of the road of any 
uncontrolled vehicles. The recent letter by Sherry Ardell Simply crystalized 


the original concern and forced me to recognize that we have been operating 
Since 1981 under assumptions 


that are no longer valid and that action should 
now be taken. I am wondering 
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Lavid J. Culham 
Councillor Ward 6 
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ce: Mayor McCalliox 
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_ January 9g, 1984 
| | 


Mr. Wm. Pp, Taylor 
Commissioner Engineering & Works 
City of Mississauga 

| 1 City Centre Drive 

| Mississauga, Ontario 


Dear Sir: 


The Mississauga~Oakr idge Ratepayers Association met 
Thursday January 5, 1984 to assess the Proposed R] 
Part of Lots 12 and 13 Ra 


development of 
nge 3 C.I.R. by Mississauga - Peel Land 
Consultants (David Franklin In Trust) 


Our concern is 
this development. We are unclear as to what the City 
ensure safe egress and e 


to Mississauga Road. ‘ 
There is a real need for Scause of the technical 
| | difficulty in developing this area. 
| ) | | Previous Studies Presented to the O.M.B,. hearings by the 
City and the Association 


recognized the extreme hazards of having 
only one exi t from such a development, 


On of street "ay Springbank Road 
and the temporary road to the left, 
become a nightmare with 


backups from Springbank north to Dundas and -* 
South to Portway, - : 


The City Should do 
the same time as the develop 


its share of the road improvements at 
. this development. 


©rs are doing their work to facilitate | 


Again, this ASSO0Ciation's real concern ig for 
tesidents who will be buying homes in an ares where there may be no 


Safe way in or out and/or extreme traffic delays along with the 
inevitable accidents which would result from this situation. | 


Association would like to teview the act 
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2219 Portway Avenue 
Mississauga, Ontario 
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APPENDIX VIII 


—_ ineering & Works 


December 16, 1983 


Realignment of Street 'A' in T-82024 to intersect 
Mississauga Road opposite Springbank Road. — 


Resolution from the Planning Committee Meeting of 


- December 15, 1983. 


On December 15, 1983, Planning Committee passed a 


.. resolution which stated: 


"That the conditions of draft plan approval dated 
December 15, 1983 and the Consolidated Report dated 
September 20, 1983 for proposed plan of subdivision 


T-82024, Mississauga-Peel Land Consultants (David Foerkiin,. 


in Trust), be approved; and further that the City Engineer 
be required to report to City Council concerning the 
possibility of realigning Street 'A’ to intersect 
Mississauga Road opposite Springbank Road." 


The possibility of this alignment of Street 'A' had to be 
‘reviewed by staff during the processing of the plan of 
subdivision. From this review, it was determined that the 
extreme grade difference of, at least, ten metres from the 
northerly Mississauga Road street line down to an internal 
road grade elevation within a distance of approximately 
fifty metres would cause for a road gradient for Street ‘A’ 
of approximately 20%. This far exceeds what is considered 
as a maximum road gradient of 7%. 


The possibility of filling the entire site to reduce this 

road gradient problem was also reviewed. Staff found that 

this would present other problems with regard to drainage, 

overland flow route, and future building foundation 
roblems. Notwithstanding the gradient aspect, 


p the 
location of Street ‘A’ at the Springbank intersection would 


place Street ‘A’ on the inside of the Mississauga Road 
curve thus producing poor sight conditions to the west for 
vehicles exiting from the new development. 
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Pana William P. Taylor, P. Eng. 
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2. That the location of Street 'a’ as depicted on the 


- M. Halliday 
Edmunds 
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(cont'd. ) 


Having found that Street 'A''s location relative to 


Springbank Road was acceptable, staff determined that some 
works on Mississauga Road should be required of the | ; 
developer of T-82024 to provide a proper access to the 

development bearing in mind the ‘distance between Street ‘a’ 

and Springbank plus insuring that Sight conditions 


were achieved. Conditions to this effect are included in 
the Consolidated Report. . ' 


1. That the report dated December 16, 1983 from the 
Commissioner of Engineering and Works relative to the 


location of Street 'A’ for proposed plan of subdivision | 


-—- 
—_ 


draft plan of subdivision T-82024 be approved as the 
relocation of Street 'A' to intersect Mississauga Road 
opposite Springbank Road would cause extreme grade and 
sight problems. _ 4 


William P. Taylor, P.Eng. 
Commissioner : 


Engineering and Works 
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| | i ‘ we APPENDIX IX 
: eS anieniiaailita 
| ; John Thomas ‘David J.|Culhdlniahes Suats' ® A)? 
ee CORED _memmnmennten 
a Traffic 
| ae iia 
a ee ee ee 
| | : | November 24, 1983 | 
| ; 
| i title eatin. 
| , Sherry Ardell, the Chairman of the Oakridge Safety has requested an 
| ; investigation of the safety of Mississauga Road from south Dundas to the top 
| | ; of the hill at the gravel pit. Could I have the details on this section of ) 
| ! | | road for 1979, 1980, 19861, 1982, 1983? ss ] 
| | | , Find attached Sherry's letter. i . | | 
| | | | Keeping in mind the need to preserve the scenic quality of the road, could you | 
; investigate the following items: ! 
4 | | 
7 | ") a) . alternative surface treatment to provide better tire contact; : 
| | | - b) alternative signage to appropriately caution people; i.e. "“scenit road 
| | ahead, tight hidden corners, drive with special caution"; 
| | | c) removal of water hole - do we have statistics on usage from Department of 
: | Health. . : * 
| d) protection of pedestrians at corners, etc. 
‘ e) alternative alignment moving road eastward in portions; 
. : .. 
| 2 f) traffic flow fluctuation over last 10 years. 
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| Councillor Ward 6 
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David Culham . : 
Councillor, City of Mississauga 
1 City Centre Drive 


Mississauga, Ontario 
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Re: Dangerous Turn, Mississauga Road ' 
















Dear Mr. Culham: 


: 
| 
4 


Another safety concern has been brought to my attention in recent | | 
weeks. It pertains to a dangerous turn on Mississauga Road which is | ! 
proving to be a revetitive hazard to motorists. 


The turn to which I am referring is on Mississauga Road, the first 
turn south of Dundas Road (bordered by home on ®ast side with wrought 
iron fence), Many residents have had accidents and near-misses at this 
turn and find the danger accentuated when the road surface is wet. t 


I am aware that after one accident last fall, metal division road 


markers were installed as lane dividers. Despite these measures, the 
accidents continue. 


It appears that further Studies are needed by the enqineerina and - 4 
works department. The police department should have available some eo ; 
Statistical data pertaining to the number of accidents at this location. 

I would appreciate you initiating investigative studies into this problem. 


Further to my letter of November 1, 1983, I want to advise you that . 
the safety committee is now associated with The Oakridge Ratepayer's 
Association. I am hopeful that you will be able to attend our annual 


| meeting on November 24, 1983, | | 
| I look forward to your comments on the above concern and the results 
- from the petition investigative studies. Many thanks for your time and 
attention to these matters. ; . 
| Sincerely, ; ' 
; = Abdi : | ‘ 
Sherry arf, Chairman | ioe r 
Safety Coiimittee . 
Oakridge Ratepayer's Association : 
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W. P. Taylor, P. Eng. 
Commissioner 
Engineering and Works 
S2/edm 

c.c. E. M. Halliday ~ 


ie. 


foes ile) Japrovenear! pease Capltaeed woes Wes vee: of 
inpreraxd reflective: conkre lip: iar kor, ileas; Lin: 
section of road. 

prismatic reflector wounted in a cast iron hoasing 
Wiieh ts imbedded in the PpaveHOnE., Mis marker os 
“imilac in funetion to the Commonly Kim “Catz: iyo" 
widely in use in temperate climate Z6Rc5, hovawer. the 
“ld fe-Lite” unlike the "Cats Sye" can withstand snows 
Plowing with little or no damge. Exhibit I provi 

a brief Cescription of the "Life-Lite" marker. 


The A ean ea 0 related to a ) 
Gefinitions problem and t is anticipated that an 
increased driver awareness of the centre line and 
road geometries created by the inpreved reflective 
farkers will assist in reducing the rate of collisicns 
along this section of roadway. 


its effectiveness in order to comlirent 
their efforts in assessing this new traffic control 
device. 

The estimated cost of this project is $10,000.00 with 
funds available in the current 1982 Budget. 


“+ 


That the installation of “Life-Lite" markers and. 
additional signing be approved on a trial basis for 
that portion of Mississauga Road 

Springbank Road as a 1982 ing. 
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That the Traffic Section monitor the effectiveness and 
maintenance cost cf this traffic control device with 


a view of expanding the use of this system in other 
hazardous sites. 
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| | S Maz 4 City of Mississauga | 
: | oe a ; 
| ah Oe MEMORANDUM . | 
J ee — . | : 
| ood APPENDIX xT File: 11 141 00939 | 
| | —— | 
) | 7 ts CHATRWN MEMBERS OF | mn W. P. TAYLOR | | 
| site PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE — ENGINEERING AND WORKS nea | | 
) January 11 1984. . | | | | 
| SUBJECT: Life-Lite Markers — Mississauga Road | | 
) : SOURCE : Engineering and Works Department | : 
| : 

COMMENTS: This report is being submitted 8S a follow up report . : 
| to the one submit on October 15, 1982 a Copy of 
. which is attached, regarding the installation of | ' 

Life-Lite markers on Missi tween Dundas | | ) 
| | Street West and Springbank | 


The Life-Lite markers were installed in an attempt to 
| determine their effectiveness in Teducing thé number 
| | of accidents that were ing on this section of : 
. | 7 Ssauga Road. As we)] as installing the 
| Life-Lite markers, additiona) Checkerboard Signs, : 
» advisory speed tabs, and white edge lines, 
were placed in an attempt to bring more forcefully to | 
the motorists attention the nature of this road. | 


is estimated at 


instal] Life-Lite markers at an approximate cost of 
$10,000. (Actual cost was Closer to $7,500: 155 
at $48. each were installed. ) 


Street lighting improvements at an approximate cost of 
$60,000.00 were also considered but this work was 
withheld so that an accurate assessment could be made 
on the effectiveness of the Life-Lite markers. The 


| 
street lighting improvements wil] now be undertaken in 
1984. 


ng 
which, as indicateg in our October iS. 1983, report 
ded to 
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For an equivalent comparative analysis the six month ) "} 
Period December 1, 1981 to May 30, 1982 (before . 
installation), was Compared in detail to the 

six-month Period after installation, December 1, 1982 


to May 30, 1983 (installation occurred in late 
November 1982). 
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| " COMMENTS: (Continued) | 
| Extensive analysis and conparisons were conducted | . | 
| | | before and after which included: 
. | | 
| 1) full accident analysis through the section | 
| . 2) radar analysis at seven locations ) 
| | : 3) acceleration-deceleration Studies at three . 
| locations . 
| 4) Gurability assessnent of the markers placed. 
| | 1. Accident Analysis 4 
| . It was judged that the only valid canparison : | 
| 7 that could be made was with accidents occurring 
: 


to. 
ce ae 


Life-Lite markers would reveal their 

| effectiveness. However, a conpleted 24-hour 

) analysis was conducted to review all collisions. 
! ; 


during dawn, dusk or dark Conditions when the : 


—— 


The accidents were Classified into four 


Categories and conpared before and after with | | . 
the following result: . 


CATEGORIES 







BEFORE AFTER | 
- Night (including dawn & dusk) on a slippery road 5 5 | 
Night (including dawn & dusk) on a dry road l 3* | | 
Day on a dry road 0 
Day on a slippery road (rain, ice or snow) 


7 10* ) 
* Categories B & D showed an increase in after accidents. ge... | 


| | Re 
The above results indicate that the Life-Lite | 
markers had no effect in Teducing the nunber of | F | 
collisions. The majority of accident type was 


sut of control" which is caused mainly by rate | | 
Of speed and road surface condition. 


2. Radar Analysis 


! 
The seven locations are illustrated on Appendix . 
"A". The before and after results are revealing . 
in that virtually no change occurred and fron 
these results it can be said that the Life-Lite | . 
markers had no effect on rate of speed. It 

Should be pointed out that all radar Surveys 


| 
before and after, were conducted at night during 
dark conditions. 
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| COMMENTS: (Continued) 
| LOCATION 
| | REFER TO APPENDIX "A" BEFORE AFTER DIFFERENCE 
| | 1 58kin/h = 59km/h +1km/h 
| | 2 47km/h = ABkm/h +lkm/h 
| 3 56km/h = 56km/h 0 
| | 4 S2km/h = S4km/H + 2m 
| . 5 53km/h- —47km/h ~6km/h 
| ; 6 58km/h  — 56km/h -2km/h 
| | 7 60km/h 6 km/h +1 km/h 
| | Average 54.86 54.43 =. 43km/h | 
| : | | 3. Acceleration and Deceleration ' 
' 
) ) | In this analysis the three critical curves 
| . exhibiting the highest number of accidents were 
reviewed with respect to speeds entering and 
| | leaving the curves both before and after the 
placement of the Life-Lite markers. At location 
| 3 only deceleration speeds were assessed since 
| acceleration is more affected by the grade of 
' ) Mississauga Road going up towards Springbank 
| Bede: | Road. 
x | LOCATION ACCELERATION DECELERATION 
| REFER TO APPENDIX B BEFORE AFTER BEFORE AFTER 
1 8km/h 5.5km/h llkm/h 9.6km/h 
2 7.6km/h =7.4km/h 11.0km/h 12.2km/h 


In this analysis the above table indicates that. 
very minor changes occurred, the highest change 
being at location 1 acceleration speed; 2.5km/h 
or 1.5 miles per hour decrease. It is 

: interesting to note the continuing pattern of 
virtually no change in all aspects studied. 


4. Durability 


The last feature studied was durability and of 
course no comparative analysis is possible. We 
can only say that in our opinion, the markers 
are stable and if properly installed have not 
shown difficulty in being able to withstand a 
snow plow blade. Although last winter was below 
average in snow fall the roads were plowed at 
least 4-6 times. We experienced the loss of two 
markers, both being located over a box culvert. 
There are in our opinion, three possible 
explanations for this loss: 


- > o mere -- 


- they were removed by the plow blade, or 
- they were stolen, or 


cock 
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COMMENTS: (Continued) 


i : ; 
| ~ the freeze/thaw cycle over the box culvert may | ; 
t ' have caused then to loosen and becane ) 
: disengaged fran the Toad base, 
There is no evidence to Support any of the 

possibilities, however, no epoxy residue was 

left in the ground out depression in the asphalt 

into which the markers were installed. This 


leads us ta Support the freeze/thaw theory which 
affected the adhesion of the epoxy. 


ao ee ee ee -_ 
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; | 

Based on the results outlined above, the = 

Life-Lite markers had no effect in reducing ; | 

| accidents or speeds. It Should be noted, | 

| | | however, that the time frane used for the 

| | Canparison of the before and after 
| of a limited extent. It is obvious though that 

in reviewing the effect of the markers at nigh 


: € a useful purpose in Clearly defining 
the roadwa 








We are stil] experiencing an above nomal 
accident rate on Mississauga Road in this area 
and therefore further maintenance work should be 
considered i.e, a more skid resistant surface 
(the road presently has an asphalt Surface) sone .. -- 
realigrment the curves and improved 
Superelevation. Sone alternatives for 
ent have Previously been developed. 
may be sone resistance to major works 


Since Mississauga Road has been designated as a 
"scenic route'. 















Based on this preliminary study the Engineering 
Department does not reconmend 







results and findings be forwarded to then. As a 
result a copy of this Teport will be forwarded 
to the Ministry of Transporta and 


tion 
Cammunications for their records. 
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APPENDIX DB 


ACCELERATION / DECELERATION 
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City of Mississauga 


Files: 11 121 00014 | 
RECEIVED 11 141 00039 | 
RECEIVED 


Chairman and Members of fhheisiny No. 137) | oq Mr. William P. Taylor, Commissioner 
Public Works Committee [oc FER 15 984 
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Dept} ENgineering and Works 


0S 6 P.\ DATE A=s 16 1a Fy 
RK'S DEPARTMENT 
REQUEST NUMBERS 177 and }2@s6« 


February 14, 1984 | 








£24 
SUBJECT: Reconstruction of Streets under the Loca] Improvement Act. | ' 
ORIGIN: Engineering and Works Department. 


COMMENTS : A petition was received in September 1983 from the residents of | 
Pathfinder Drive from Camilla Road to Cliff Road, copy of which | 
is attached. The petition requests the reconstruction of Pathfinder 
Drive to a curb and gutter standard and the undergrounding of the 
hydro electric power system. The petition further states that 
they wish the street to be upgraded to the same level as is now 
customary and it is understood that the cost of same would be 
assigned to the property owners on the basis of fifteen years 
interest free instalments. In order to proceed with the recon- 

) struction of a project such as this under the Local Improvement 

| Act the following conditions form part of the normal procedure. 


te oe + ET AER ay mae nes ae AD en ret. Se ae tate af 


1. A petition to Council is requested with regards to the 
specific undertaking. In this case we would assume that 
this means the reconstruction of Pathfinder Drive from 
| Camilla Road to Cliff Road including the installation of a 
storm sewer, concrete walk on one side, and streetlighting 
with the streetlighting being placed underground. 


2. That the petition be signed by 66.6% of the property owners 
who must represent 50% of the total assessment abutting the | 
roadway limits. | 


3. City Council, Regional Council, and Ontario Municipal Board 
approval to debenture the cost of the works to be undertaken. ) 
The total cost of the works includes all interest charges | f 
involved in the debenturing of the works and the normal term 


ae ee ee — 


ee ee eee ne ee er ee eee 


for a local improvement involving roadway reconstruction is 
ten years. 


4. Approval by City Council as a specific Capital Works project. | 


We wish to point out that the petition requested by the property . 
owners indicates that all costs would be repaid over a fifteen 
year period, however, there would be no interest payments involved. 
As previously stated these conditions are not in harmony with the 
conditions in the Local Improvement Act. 
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Chairman and Members of the 
Public Works Committee 
February 14, 1984 

Page 2 


Local Improvement Act. 


COMMENTS - cont'd. The City of Mississauga has not undertaken works by the Local 

Improvement Act for quite a while (around 1975) and has instituted 
works such as those requested under the Capital Works budget with 
funding being provided from the general mill rate (current funds). | + ij 
Pathfinder Drive is not at this time included in the City's Five- ; | 
Year Captial Budget for the upgrading of local roads. The cost 
of reconstructing Pathfinder Drive to a curb and gutter standard 
between Camilla Road and Cliff Road including storm sewers, concrete | 
walk, and streetlighting, is estimated to be $530,000.00. Council | 
has, in our opinion, really abandoned the idea of undertaking works | 
such as these by Local Improvement and have instituted a planned | | 
programme for upgrading local streets by assigning a certain amount 

| of M.T.C. subsidy for this purpose. These funds have to be matched 

by current City dollars in order for the works to be undertaken. 


With respect to the undergrounding of the hydro electric power lines, 
aay mt sl is being dealt with by Hydro Mississauga directly with 
res ts. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the report submitted by William P. Taylor, Commissioner of 
Engineering and Works, dated February 14, 1984, regarding recon- 
struction of streets under the Local Improvement Act be received 
and forwarded to Mr. George Govan, 233 Pathfinder Drive, for his ‘ 
information and further discussion. 


) | Subject: Reconstruction of streets under the 


S-2e —-~~e == - 





° 
a 


c.c. Mr. E. M. Halliday 
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_— (, £2 June 29, 1983 


{1 of the City 
We, the unders! residents of Pathfinder Orive petition the Counc 
of Mississauga negate all of Pathfinder Drive to curb and gutter standards 
and to bury the electric power lines to upgrade this part of the City to the same 
level as is now customary. 
It is understood that the cost would be assigned to the phon anetid owners on 
Pathfinder Drive on the basis of 15 years interest free insta ments. 
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| C WORKS COMMITTEE 

: SUMMARY OF UNFINISHED BUSINESS 128C/17C Pagel 

REQUEST REPORT REQUESTED SUBJECT | 
Cs SOURCE DUE DATE NO. OF : 

| 163-82 Eng. & Works Second Assessment of "rippled" Public Works - May 20/82 


| Pavement used as a speed deterrent on Pub Works - 
| roadway at Mineola Rd. E. and Indian - — 





June, 1984 
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33 ae. « C ; Pol: : Cons 
: a truction o pets =© Council, Sept.12/83 - 19, 1984 
01-83. 3. & Works Policy - employment of loca’ aks : : 7e Ly. 
within the City of Mississauga for the =" —n 


purpose of snow removal 


| 4.63 1. & Works ; treet Parkinc Soni tr 
) RECEIVED Programme Development al Zones = Public Works, Sept.19,1983 Jan. 3, 198: 


Aj}5—3 4 


3 Dept. Review of parking standard: -¥ . 
aras 91iC Wo : SCD’ - She 
tir i ‘ “9, 1 sept.19, 19m 
06-8 3 7. & Wor 
m ‘s Pr Garbac ws : . Pub c Wor = 6 i. y 
= -7 seme a 7 | 
4 le « orKS - Usa 0c 
Ta y Jak COMMUN | y udlic Works, Dec. 20, 158: 
' =. 7. NO: | 
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MINUTES 


MEETING #2 
NAME OF COMMITTEE: PUBLIC WORKS 


CITY OF MISSISSAUGA 





NOTE: Due to Spring Break, the 
next meeting will be held 


on March 22, 1984. 


DATE OF MEETING: Thursday, February 16, 1984 


PLACE OF MEETING: Committee Room A at 9:30 a.m. 


MEMBERS PRESENT: Councillor D. Culham, Chairman 


J. s, Vi 


Councillor M. Marland 
Councillor R. Skjarum 


D. A. Strutt 
dhe C. 
w. Schofield 


Mayor Hazel McCallion arrived at 10:00 a.m. 


w. P. Taylor, Commissioner of Engineer 


MEMBERS ABSENT: Councillor 0. Cook 
OTHERS PRESENT: Councillor T. Southorn 
STAFF PRESENT: 


A. McDonald, Direc 


tor, Maintenance Engineering 


John Thomas, Traffic and Transportation Engineer 


NOTE: Apologies for absence received 
MATTERS CONSIDERED: 


distinguish 
can be easily damaged. 


area salted. Mr. 
replacement of sod is 
Commissioner of Works 


more difficult. 
3. wooden driveway edges 


always be a problem. 


complaints can arise 
procedures. 


ee ete 
28 = -— 


5. Snow has to be removed from cul 
lot size offers little in the way of boulevards on wh 


C. Dodds, Committee Co-ordinator 


from Councillor Cook 


ing and Works 


1. D. J. Debenham, Works Manager, Walter Ralph, Yard Supervisor, Mavis 
Road, and A. Rentenaar, representing the Plow Operators, attended the 
meeting to answer questions on snow plowing procedures. Problems 

associated with snow clearance were cited as follows: 


le The snow covering makes it difficult for the plow operators to 
the edge of the walk and the grass on either Sot 
to grass also occurs as t 


Ce weiting and can occur up to 3 feet on either side of {ne 


explained that damage to and the 
considered a legitimate cost associated 


with sidewalk snow plowing. It was pointed out by the 
that the paving of boulevards adjacent to 


sidewalks plowed by the City would solve the problem. 
2. Rolled curbs and plantings adjacent to sidewalks make plowing 


or anything placed at the sidewalk line 


by the resident creates a hazard to the plow operators. 
4. Cars parked on the street slow down snow plowing. Since 

residents can clear their own driveways more quickly than the 

City can plow all roads, the closing of driveway entrances will 


-de-sacs and streets where the 
ich to 


deposit snow. Snow removal takes place following plowing and 
in the short time period between the two 


cinta 
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-2- February 16, 1984 


Mr. Saddington asked that consideration be given to plowing the 
Sidewalks on High Street west, Wesley Avenue, and Park Street West. 
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area. It was agreed that staff woulc review these requests 
for the 1984/1985 season. 





Chairman Culham thanked mr. Debendam and his staff for at 
meeting and on behalf of the Committee, asked that the City's thanks 
| and appreciation be to the snow removal crews for their 
| handling of snow ° | 
F.05.03.01 | 
See Recommendation #5 (3. Rogers) | 
| RECEIVED | 
2. Policy for the construction of sidewalks in new developments. @ 
Councillor Culham asked the Committee to revi | 


i Huron Park Place where they have 
purchased a home. Huron Park Place runs south from Paisley Boulevard 
Street ee ne thiron Park, and is a 24 lot cul-de-sac and the only 
| . Resolution 625 passed by Council on October 11, 1977, states in part: 


| (i) On local Streets, sidewalks will be required on one side only. 
| (11) Cul-de-sacs which service Single-family and/or semi-detached 


(iv) Sidewalk will be required on one side of the cul-de-sac where 
the sidewalk will form part of the walkway system. 


The following points were raised: 






a) The policy had been adopted as a result of many requests from 
residents not wishing sidewalks on their street. 


b) Residents wishing sidewalk construction have the option of 
taking up a petition which, if successful, would ensure that 
the residents on the street wanted the walk. 


Every mile of road with Sidewalks on both sides creates two 
miles of sidewalks requiring replacement in twenty years time. 


It was moved by Mr. Schofield that the existing policy for the 
construction of sidewalks in new developments be endorsed with the 
inclusion of the rationale behind the policy. ) 


B.06 509 02 
See Recommendation #6 (Ww. Schofield) 
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«te February 16, 1984 


Report dated February 13, 1984, from the Commissioner of 

and Works regarding on-street parking in Residential Zones out] 
proposals for the institution of a system of alternate side long term 
parking and one or two side long term parking in selected areas where 
the needs for this type of exemption have been determined; and one 
area to implement an experimental program of on-street permit 
parking. The report was in response to the recommendation of the 
Public Works Committee which emanated from its discussions at its 
meeting held on September 19, 1983. As a result of this meeting, the 
following recommendation as amended by General Committee on 

September 28, 1983, was adopted by Council on October ll, 1983: 


"(a) That the Commissioner of Engineering and Works prepare a report 
for the consideration of the Public works Committee with 
respect to the following: 


(i) institution of a system of alternate side parking on 
certain roadways where a need for long term on-street 
parking is identified; 


(ii) development of an experimental program for permit parking 
in specific areas taking into consideration costs, 
revenues, legal rights, etc.; 


(iii) maps indicating the roadways designated for the programs 
set out in parts (i) and (ii); 


(iv) additional staff which would be required for the 
inplementation of the programs set out in parts (a) and 
: 


(b) That the Planning Department review current parking standards 
with respect to residential and commercial development and 
report back to the Public works Committee by December 31, 1983, 
with recommendations to alleviate the problems outlined in the 
report dated May 18, 1983, from the Commissioner of Enginering 


The Committee reviewed the recommendations and the criteria suggested 
for the experimental program of permit parking for 30 of the 49 
parking spaces available on Williamsport Drive east and north side 
from a point 117m (384 feet) west of Havenwood Drive (south leg) to a 
point 30 metres (100 feet) south of Gulleden Drive. The following 
comments were recorded: 


(a) The Ward Councillor involved should be asked to comment on the 
recommendations for alternate side long term parking and the 
one and two side long term parking recommended in the report. 


(b) Commercial vehicles over one-half ton could not use permit 


(c) Planning staff be asked to consider the parking requirements of 
senior citizen housing projects following a review of the 
current needs of residents of these establishments. It was 
pointed out that more senior citizens drive their own cars and 
often two people living in one residence each have a car. Also 
handicapped parking may be in greater demand than in previous 

years. 
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- 4. February 16, 1984 
Item 3 Continued 


(d) Councillor Skjarum moved that the following clause (h) of the 
experimental progamme be deleted: 


(h) Permits are not transferable from one vehicle to another 
— ee only for the vehicle and licence for which 

was issued. A new permit must be appl fi f 
vehicle is obtained. 100 for if @ new 
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(e) te clause (1) of the experimental program be amended to reed: | 


(1) Permits must be visible in the permitted vehicle's 


windshield. Permits are effective as soon 8S appropriate 
comet’ crected on those streets authorized oF 


| :7 
Council. ( "visible in" REPLACED “affixed to the lower ; 
left hand driver's side of") 


forwarded to ergy comelllor Marland thet © copy of the report: be i 
next mocting ti Members of Council for their comeyes pene Tot | 
next oy of the Public works Committee. In addition, staff was it 
direc for the rencport and recommendations on the procedure to 
be followed for the renewal of parking permits for consideration by 

the Committee. 

F 06.04.02 

C.03.03 
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Inc. on their cTs 
material, 


F.05.03.01 | " 
See Recommendation #7 (Councillor Sk jarum) 
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Report dated February 14, 1984 from the Commissioner of 
= Works, on reconstruction of streets under the Local ia 
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| » Om February 16, 1984 
| Item 5 Continued | 


On September 12, 1983, as a result of receiving a petition from 
residents of Pathfinder Drive requesting the reconstruction of their ) 

street to curb and gutter standards and the undergrounding of the | 
electric power lines, Council requested the Public Works Committee to 
consider a policy regarding reconstruction of streets under a local 
improvement program. 


In his report, the Commissioner of Engineering and Works outlined the 
conditions which form part of the normal procedure if the work were 


<_< eel 


to proceed under the Local Improvement Act, pointed out that the 

j request of the residents is not in harmony with the Local Improvement 

Act and that sometime ago, the City abandoned undertaking works under a , 

the Local Improvement Act and instituted a planned programme for 1 4 i% 
upgrading local streets. 

. 


The Commissioner concluded his report by recommending: 


THAT the report submitted by William P. Taylor, Commissioner of rs 7 
SE ee dated February 14, 1984, regarding 
recons ion of streets under the Local Improvement Act be ) 

. received and forwarded to the representative of the 

| | petitioners, Mr. George Govan, 233 Pathfinder Drive, for his 

) ; information and further discussion. 


| 3.05.02 
See Recommendation #8 (Councillor Marland) 
ADOPTED 


6. Report from the Commissioner of Engineering and Works, dated 
February 14, 1984, on traffic safety in the Oakridge Community was 
circulated at the meeting. It was recommended by Councillor Sk jarum 
that this report be deferred to the next meeting to give the members 
an opportunity to read the report. 


F 06.03.01 
DEFERRED 


“— 





Fe Summary of Unfinished Business relating to the Public works Committee | 
, as of February 16, 1984. ) 


Councillor Marland requested, and the Committee agreed to, the 

Geletion of Request for Report 201-83 (Policy on the employment of 

a within the City of Mississauga for the purpose of snow | 

removal). ) > 


A.03.04.06 
See Recommendation #9 (Councillor Marland) 
RECEIVED 


| 

| 7 

RECOMMENDATIONS: As per Report No. 2-84 = . 
: 


QP eee + ee 


ADJOURNMENT : 11:30 a.m. ) 
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ee WORKS COMMITTEE February 46, 1984 


REPORT NO. 2-84 


TO: The General Committee of the City of Mississauga. 
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: 


The Public works Committee presents its second report and recommends: 


5-84 That the deputation by the Works Manager, Mavis Road Yard Supervisor 
and a representative of the Snow Plow operators at the Public Works 
Committee Meeting held on February 16, 1984, be received and thanks 
be extended to the works Department Staff for their handling of snow ‘ 4 
clearance from the roads and sidewalks throughout the City of | ' | 
Mississauga. tS 


F.05.03.02 
(38-5-84 ) 


6-84 That the following policy for the construction of sidewalks as 
previously set out in Resolution 625, 1977, with the rationale behind 
the policy added, and as reviewed by the Public Works Committee at 
its meeting held on February 16, 1984, be adopted: 


me all new sidewalks have to be maintained on an on-going 

basis; 

AND WHEREAS all sidewalks at some point in the future require 

complete reconstruction; 

AND WHEREAS not all streets require sidewalks; 

AND WHEREAS each additional mile of road would create two 

additional miles of sidewalks were sidewalks constructed on 

both sides of each and every road; 

AND WHEREAS in the past, when the policy was to construct 

sidewalks on both sides of new streets, many requests were 

received from residents not wishing sidewalks constructed on 

their streets; 

AND WHEREAS it is the intention of the City to restrict the 

construction of sidewalks to a "need" basis in order to 

minimize current and future expenditures; . 
THEREFORE the policy of the City of Mississauga on the . 
construction of sidewalks is as follows: 


(14) On local streets, sidewalks will be required on one side | Ar 
only. bag 
(ii) Cul-de-sacs which service single-family and/or ; 
semi-detached dwellings only, will not require a sidewalk 
on either side. ' 
(iii) Cul-de-sacs which service developments other than | 
single-family or semi-detached dwellings, such as 1 | ; 
on-street townhouses, condominiums, row-housing etc., mn | 
will require a sidewalk on one side of the street. 
(iv) A sidewalk will be required on one side of the cul-de-sac 
where the sidewalk will form part of the walkway system. 
: 
: 


B.06. 509 02 
(38-6-84 ) 
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